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mington, Del., vs. Yazoo & Missis- 
sippi Valley R. R. Co. et al. Cotton- 
seed hull shavings. No. 10043, Sub. 
No. 29; p. oe 

Du Pont, E. de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del. vs. Southern. Cotton- 
seed hull shavings. No. 10043, Sub. 
No. 31; p. 926. 

Du Pont, E. L., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Southern. Cotton- 
seed hull shavings. No. 10043, Sub. 
No. 32; p. 926. : 

Du Pont, E. I, de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Georgia R. R. et 
al. Same commodity. No. 10043, Sub. 
No. 33; p. 3 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Yazoo & Mississippi Val- 
ley et al. Same prayer. No. 10043, 
Sub. No. 34; p. 926. 

Du Pont, E. L, - Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. & V. et al. Cotton 
linters. No. 1004s: p. 308. 

Du Pont, E. L., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Cent. of Ga. et al. 
Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. No. 1; 


de Nemours & Co., Wil- 

Georgia R. R. et 
al. Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. 
No. 4; p. 550 


Du Pont, E. L, de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Sandersville R. R. 


p. 478. 
Du Pont, I. L, 
mington, Del., vs. 


Co. et al. Cotton linters. No. 10045, 
Sub. No. 5; p. 606. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. A. C. L. et al. 


ore linters. No. 10045, Sub. No. 

;_p. 5 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Southern Ry. Co. 
et al. Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. 
No. 7; p. 550. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Southern Ry. Co. 


et all. Cotton linters. No. 10045, 
Sub. No. 8; p. 550. 
Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 


mington, Del., vs. A. C. L. et al. 
Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. No. 
9; p. 662. 

Du Pont, E. IL, de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Georgia R. R. et al. 
Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. No. 
10; p. 662 


Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. S. A. L. et al. 
Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. No. 
11; p. 662. 


Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Central of Georgia. 
Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. No. 
12; p. 550. 

Du Pont, E. L., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Central of Georgia. 
ie —— No. 10045, Sub. No. 

p. 5 

Du Pont, E. L, de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Cent. of Ga. et al. 
Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. No. 


14; p. 662. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Southern et al. 
ag linters. No. 10045, Sub. No. 

p 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Columbia, Newberry & 
Laurens R. R. Co. et aj. Cotton 
— No. 10045, Sub. No. 16; p. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Southern et al. Same. 
No. 10045, Sub. No. 17; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Charleston & Western 
Carolina et al. Same. No. 10045, 
Sub. No. 18; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Western & Atlantic et 
a Same. No. 10045, Sub. No. 19; p. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Georgia R. R. et al. 
Same. ig 10045, Sub. No. 20; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
7 es Mg ‘vs. Talbotton R. R. Co. et 
al. Same. No. 10045, Sub. No. 21; 


p. % 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Southern. Cotton lint- 
-_ bales. No. 10045, Sub. No. 22; 
p. 4 

Du Pont, BE. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. A. C. L. et al. - Same. 
No. 10045, Sub. No. 23; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Cent. of Ga. et al. Same. 
No. 10045, Sub. No. 24; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E, I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Piedmont & Northern et 


al. Same. No. 10045, Sub. No. 25; p. 


Du Pont, E. 1., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Cent. of Georgia ‘et al. 
No. 10045, Sub. No. 26; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. A. C. L. et al. Same. 
No. 10045, Sub. No. 27; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Norfolk & Southern et 
A Same. No. 10045, Sub. No. 28; p. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Southern et al. Same. 
No. 10045, Sub. No. 29; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs: Ga. Sou. & Fla. 
Ry. Co. et al. Cottonseed hull shav- 
ings. No. 10045, Sub. No. 30; p. 870. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Charleston & Western 
Carolina et al. Same. No. 10045, 
Sub. No. 30; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Southern et al. Cotton 
linters. No. 10045, Sub. 31; p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Southern et al. Cotton 
— No. 10045, Sub. No. 32; p. 
756. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. 
Ala. Grt. Southern R. R. . 
Cotton linters. No. 10045, Sub. - No. 
33; p. 870. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co. vs. 
Cent. of Ga. Ry. Co. et al. Cotton 
ie No. 10045, Sub. No. 34; p. 


Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. So. et al. Cotton lint- 
ers. No. 10045, Sub. 35; p. 990. 

Du Pont, E. I, de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. L. & N. et al. Cotton 
gig No. 10045, Sub. No. 36; p. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, vs. Southern in Miss. et al. 
a No. 10045, Sub. No. 37; p. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., 
Gibbstown, N. J., vs. West Jersey & 
Seashore. High explosives. No. 
10079; p: 551. 

Du Pont, KE. I., de Nemours Powder Co. 
vs. P.'B. & S. R. R. Co. et al. Sul- 
phuric . er No, 10082; p. 551. 

Du Pont, E. I., de ‘Nemours & Co., Wil- 
Pcs Pg ‘vs. Houston & Brazos Val- 
ley et al. Crude sulphur and brim- 
stone. No. 10155; p. 1046. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Houston & Brazos 
Valley et al. Crude sulphur and brim- 
stone. No. 10102: p. 756. 

Du Pont, E. I. de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Denver & Rio 
Grande et al. Nitrating acid. No. 


10162; p. 10st. 

Du Pont, E. de Nemours & Co., Wil- 
mington, Del. vs. H. & B V. et al. 
Crude sulphur. No. 10189; p. 1222. 

Du Pont de Nemours, E. L., "& Co., Wil- 
mington, Del., vs. Houston & Brazos 
Valley et al. Crude sulphur. No. 
10193; p. 1335. 


Du Pont de Nemours, E. I., & Co., vs. 
Houston & Brazos Valley et al. Crude 
sulphur. No. 10195; p. 1335. 

Duquesne Coal & Coke Co. vs. Pitts- 
burgh & W. Va. Coal. No. 10197, 
Sub. No. 5; p. 1335. 

East Liverpool, Ohio, vs. Steubenville, 
East Liverpool & Beaver Valley Trac- 
gg Passenger fares. No. 10188; 
p. 2. 


El] Paso (Tex.) C. of C. vs. Ariz. East- 
ern R. R. Co. et al. Class and com- 
modity. No. 10023; p. 262. 


IXxpress rate case, commonly known as 
the ten per cent express rate ad- 
vance. No. 9972; p. 414. 


Farmers Feed Co., New York and New- 
ark, vs. Erie R. R. Co. et al. Wet 
brewers’ grains. No. 10035; p. 308. 


Feltus, R. T., Lumber Co., Chicago, 
vs. Great Northern et al. Lumber. 
No. 10080; p. 561. 

Fifteenth section application No. 3579, 
Morris, Boyd and Fulton; No. 5183, 
ae C. and Y. & M. V.; No. 5126, by 

& N.; No. 5378, by Gulf, Mobile 
9 rorern: a% 5526, Morgan's L. & 
FF. BR. Ss. Co.; No. 5552, filed 
by Frank y EE: in behalf of car- 
riers affected by Commission's order 
in No. 8301, proposing increases in 
rates on lumber of Omaha, So. 


Omaha, Lincoln, Council Bluffs and 
No. 10121; p. 1046, 


Des Moines. 
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. et al. Wooden barrels, 
Saas and tierces. No. 10125; p. 870. 

Gallatin Coal & Coke Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., vs. Louisville & Nashville R. R. 
Co. et al. Coal. No. 10133; p. 870. 

Galion Iron Works & Mfg. Co. vs. C. 
Cc. Cc. & St. L. et al. Sheet steel 
culverts. No. 10113; p. 756. 

Grand Island, Neb., Commercial Club 
and Chamber of Commerce of Hast- 
ings, Neb., vs. C. B. & Q. et al. Class 
and commodity. No. 10127; p. 870. 

Green Bay (Wis.) Assn. of 
vs. C. & N. W. et al. 
joint through rates. No. 10124; p. 870. 

Gress Mfg. Co., Jacksonville, Fla., vs. 
A. C. L. Lumber. No. 10106; p. 756. 

Gulf & Valley Cotton Oil Co., Ltd., 
New Orleans, La., vs. Morgan’s L. & 
T. R. R. & S. S. Co. et al. Cotton- 
seed oil. No. 10034, Sub. No. 1; p. 


358. 

Gulf & Valley Cotton Oil Co., Ltd., 
New Orleans, La., vs. T. & P. Ry. 
a et al. Cotton oil. No. 10034; p. 

Heath, R. D., Lumber Co. et al., Kan- 
sas City, Mo., vs. Anthony & North- 
ern Ry. Co. et al. Yellow pine lum- 
ber. No. 10021, Sub. No. 1; p. 262. 

Helena, ages Traffic Bureau vs. A. 
T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. Joint rates. 
No. 10032; p. 308. 

Hite, John Y., and Louis Rafetto vs. 
Cc. ey R. of N. J. Coal. No. 10101; 
p. 756. 

Holgate Bros. Co., Kane, Pa., vs. Pa. 
R. R. Co. et al. Brush blocks. No. 
10061; p. 478. 

Holt, George c., and B. B. Odell, re- 
ceivers of 2 F sg Explosives Co. 
vs. C. & E. R. Co. et al. gh 
explosives. kor 10018. 

Holt, Geo. C., et al. as receivers for 
the A&tna Explosives Co., New York, 
vs. P. C. C. & St. L. Acids, am- 
monia, benzol and other explosives. 
No. 10092; p. 718. 

Holt, Geo. c., and B. B. Odell, receiv- 
ers for the 4tna Explosives Co., New 
York, vs. N. O. & N. E. et al. Sul- 
phuric acid. No. 10114; 758. 

Holt, Geo. C., and B. B. dell, receiv - 
ers of Aitna Explosives Co., New 
York, vs. Southern et al. High ex- 
plosives. No. 10067; p. 550. 

Holt, Geo. C., and Benjamin B. Odell, 
receivers of the A<tna Explosives Co., 
Inc., N. Y. C., vs. Penn. R. R. et al. 
High explosives. No. 10014; p. 142. 

Holt, Geo. C., and B. B. Odell, receiv- 
ers of Aitna Explosives Co., New 
York, vs. S. A. L. et al. Sulphuric 
acid. No. 10066; p. 550. 

Honaker Lumber Co. vs. N. W. Ry. 
Co. et ll. Petition for rehearing. 
No. 8978; p. 1046. 

Houston Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg et al. No. 
10143; p. 926. 

Hudson Mule Co. et al., Atlanta, vs. 
Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis 


= be es Tex., Frt. Bureau vs. C. 


et al. Horses and mules.. No. 10090; 
p. 718 
Illinois terminal rate cancellations. 


Fifteenth section applications. No. 
10115; p. 1046. 

Independent Bridge Co.,. Pittsburgh, 
Pa., vs. Pa. -R. R. Co. et al. Wrought 
iron annealing boxes. No. 10055; p. 

Towa Commission and Des Moines Saw 
Mill Co. vs. Minn. & St. L. et al. 
Lumber. No. 10149. 

Jackson co“ Iron & Steel Co. vs. 
i 3. I. R. R. Co. Switching 
> OR No. 10064; p. 550. 

Jefferson Lumber Co., A. J. Gray, 
Birmingham, Ala., vs. L. & N. R. R. 
=. et al. Lumber. No. 10163; p. 


' Joseph, Isaac, Iron Co., Cincinnati, vs. 


A. ng et al. Scrap iron. No. 10201; 
13 

hw River Sand & Material Co., Kan- 
sas City. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Sand. No. 10178; p. 1102. 

Kaufmann, David, & Sons Co., Bliza- 


bethport, N. J., vs. Cent. R. R. Co. 
of N. J. et al. Roll scale and mill 
cinder. No. 10137; p. 870. 


Kaufman, David, & Sons Co., wie 
bethport, N. J vs. N. Y. = R. R. 
Co. Scrap iron. No. 130041; 308. 

Keystone Warehouse Co., Buffalo. N. 
Y., vs. Penn. R. R. Co. Grain. No. 
10134; p. 870. 

Kleiber & Co., San Francisco, vs. S. P. 
¢. al. Truck parts. No. 10119; p. 
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L. & N. Coal Operators’ Assn., St. 
Louis, vs. L. & N. et al. Coal. No. 
10118; p. 758. 

Lamb-Fish Lumber Co., Charleston, 
Miss., vs. Denver & Rio Grande et al. 
Petition for rehearing. No. 1138; p. 


990. 

Lindas Lumber Co., Kansas City, Mo., 
vs. Anthony & Northern Ry. Co. et 
al. Shingles. No. 10021; p. 262. 

Little Rock Chamber of Commerce 
et al. vs. Louisville & Nashville R. 
R. Co. et al. Class and commodity. 
No. 10017; p. 142. 

Louisville passenger fares. Fifteenth 
7 application. No. 10129; p. 

al carload minima. No. 10128; p. 



















Lumber to Omaha and related points. 
os section, case No. 10121; p. 

Lumber to Chicago and related points. 
No. 10099; p. 1046. 

Lumber transit at Cairo and Missis- 
sippi points. Fifteenth section appli- 
cations. To be heard at St. Louis 
May 13th. No. 10096; p. 1046. 

“vons Co., Charles, New York, vs. 
Adams et al. Live fish. No. 10107; 
p. 756. 

Marinette-Green Bay Mfg. Co. vs. C. 
& N. W. Ry. et.al. “xcelsior. No. 
10063; p. 550. 

mt er: tend Steel Co., Cleveland, vs. N. 

Cc. Mill cinder. No. 10161; p. 
1046. 

McKinney Steel Co., Cleveland, vs, Erie 
et al. Mill cinders. No. 10161, Sub. 
No. 1; p. 1335. 

Meadowlands Coal Co., Pittsburgh, vs. 
Pittsburgh & W. Va. Coal. No. 10197, 
Sub. No. 1; p. 1335. 

Medina Fullers Earth Co., San Antonio, 
2en., Ve. A. & YV. Ry. Co. et al. 
Fullers earth. No. 10013; p. 142. 

Fy, Merchants’ Exch. et al. vs. 

& S. F. et al. Hay, grain, 
RS products and mixed feeds. No. 
10093; p. 718. 

Memphis Merchants’ Exch. et al. vs. 
Ark. & Louisiana et al. Hay, grain, 
grain products and mixed feeds. No. 
10091; p. 718. . 

Meyer, Albert, Grocer Co. et al., Cape 
Girardeau, Mo., vs. St. L.-S.. F. et 
al, Class rates. No. 10038; p. 308. 

Michigan Paper Mills Traitic Assn., 
Chicago, vs. N. Y. C. et al. Paper. 
No. 10187; p. 1158. 

Milton Brick Co. et al. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania R. R. Co. et al. Brick. No. 
10030; p. 308. 

Minneapolis Traffic Assn. vs. C. M. & 
St. P. Ry. Co. et al. Grain. No. 
9010 (Supplemental): p. 308. 


Mohr, R., & Sons, San Francisco, Cal., 
vs. New England S. S. Co. et al. 
Zine plates. No. 10016; p. 142. 

Montana Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. Ry. Co. et al. Petroleum oil and 
its products. No. 10019: p. 262 

Moreland Motor Truck Co., Los An- 
geles, Cal., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
et al. * Motor trucks, axles and parts. 
No. 10056; p. 415. 

Morgan County Sand Producers’ Assn., 
Berkeley Springs, W. Va., vs. B. & O. 
i R. Co. Glass sand. No. 10025; p. 

Monroe, La., C. of C. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al. Class and commod- 
ity. No. 10160; p. 1046. 

Morton, Wm. G., Coal Co. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al. Coal. I. and S. No. 
1050; p. 756. 


Nashville (Tenn.) Bridge Co. vs. N. F. 
& St. L. Ry. Co. et al. Bridge ma- 
terial. No. 10139; p. 870. 

Nashville Roller Mills, Nashville, vs. C. 
R. I. & P. et al. Flour. No. 10044; 
p. 308. 

Nashville Traffic Bureau vs. L. & N. 
Coal. No. 10070; p. 551. 7 
Nashville Traffic Bureau vs. Cc. & E. 
I. et al. Grapes. No. 10068; p. 551. 
Natchez C. of C. vs. Natchez & South- 
ern et al. Class and commodity. No. 


10084; p. 662. 
Natl. Poultry, ~~ et i Ege Assn. 
et al., Chicago, IIL, ee Es te 


Co. et al. Eggs. No. 10012; p. 142. 

Natl. Shipbuilding Co. of Texas, Or- 
ange, vs. Orange & Northwestern et 
al. No. 10184; p. 1158. 

National Tube Co., Benwood, W. Va., 
vs. Penn. R. R. Co. et al. Demur- 
rage, charges. No. 10174, Sub. No. 1; 
p. 1102. 
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National Tube £% Benwood, W. Va., 
vs. P. C. C. & St. L. et al. Demur- 
rage charges. No. 10174; p. 1102. 

oe Bridge rg Nashville, Tenn., 
vs. N. C. & St. L. et al. Bridge ma- 
terial. No. 10169; p. 1102. 

Nashville (Tenn.) Bridge Co. vs. N. C. 
& St. L. Ry. Co. et al. Bridge ma- 
terial. No. 10169; p. 1046. 

Natchez C. of C. vs. Yazoo & Miss. 
aa et al. Apples. No. 10159; p. 


National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ 
Assn. for R. R. Sizer & Co. vs. Sa- 
vannah & Statesboro Ry. Co. et al. 
Lumber. No. 10074; p. 551. 

National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ 
Assn., New York City. for Stevens- 
Eaton Co. vs. Tallulah Fails Ry. Co. 
et al. Rough umber. No. 10008; p. 


86. 

National Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ 
Assn. for R. R. Sizer & Co. vs. Sa- 
vannah & Statesboro Ry. Co. et al. 
Lumber. No. 10073; p. 551. 

National Supply Co., Lincoln, Neb., vs. 
Union Pacific R. R. Co. et al. Coal. 
No. 19138; p. 870. 

National Steel Rail Co., St. Louis, vs. 
St. Louis-San Francisco et al. Old 
steel rails, spikes and _ splice bars. 
No. 10095; p. 718. 

National Supply Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. 
sen Crushed stone. No. 10065: p 
ou. 

Nat’l Wholesale Lbr. Dealers’ Assn., 
New York, for F. H. Doyle, vs. Louis- 
iana & Northwest et al. Oak lumber. 
No. 10198; p. 1383. 

N. C. & St. L. boats and barges. Pana- 
ma Canal act application. No. 10130; 
p. 1046. ; 

Newill, David L., receiver Pittsburgh 
& Southwestern Coal Co. vs. Pitts- 
burgh & W. Va. Coal cars. No. 
10197, Sub. No. 5; p. 1383. 

New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau, S. T. 
Aleus & Co., New Orleans, vs. Kansas 
City Sou. Ry. Co. et al. Headings, 
hoops and staves. No. 10009; p. 86. 

New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau and 
New Orleans Live Stock Bxchange vs. 
Abilene & Southern et al. Live stock. 
No. 10110; p. 756. 

New Prague Milling Co. et al., New 
Prague, Minn., vs..Great Lakes Tran- 
sit Co. et al. Reshipping rates. No. 
10075. 

North Dakota Commission vs. Northern 
Pacific. Grain and grain products. 
No. 10180; p. 1158. 

Northport Smelting & Refining Co., 
Northport, Wash.. vs. Great Northern 
Ry. Co. Ore, coke, oil, coal, machin- 
_ery, bullion and lime rock. No. 10175; 
p. 1102. J 

Northern Grain & Warehouse Co., Port- 
land, vs. Oregon Trunk et al. Wheat. 
No. 10148; p. 990. 

Northern Potato Traffic Assn., Minne- 
apolis, vs. C. & N. W. et al. Pota- 
toes, fruits and _ vegetables. No. 
10147; p. 990 

Oak Hills District coal rates. Bitumin- 
ous coal. No. 10146; p.. 1335. 

Oklahoma Traffic Assn., Oklahoma City, 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Class and 
commodity. No. 10085; p. 662. 

Orange Rice Mill Co. vs. T. & N. O. et 
al. Blackstrap, molasses. No. 10185; 
p. 1158. 

Owens Bottle Machine Co., Toledo, O., 
vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. Glass 
sand. No. 10053; p. 414. 

Paducah (Ky.) Board of Trade and 
Paducah Cooperage Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
Staves. No. 10105; p. 756. 

Paradise Coal Co., Du Quoin, IIl., vs. Il. 
anny et al. Coal cars. No. 10177; p. 

2 

Pennsylvania Grains and Feed Co. of 
Philadelphia, Pa., vs. Penn. R. R. Co. 
et al. Wet brewers’ grains. No. 
10036; p. 308. 

Peoria (Ill.) Creamery Co. vs. Lake 
Erie & Western R. R. Co. et al. But- 
ter. No. 10132; p. 870. 

Perrine, Ira B., Ira B. Perrine, trustee, 
Twin Falls, Idaho, vs. Oregon Short 
Line R. R. Co. Steel rails. No. 
10054; p. 415. 

eg ag Products Case. No. 10108; 


p. 1046. 

Phoenix (Mo.) Marble Co. vs. Kansas 
City, Clinton & Springfield et al. 
Marble. No. 10112; p. 756. 

Pine Plume Lumber Co., Savannah, vs. 
Aleolu R. R. Co. et al. Lumber. No. 
10154; p. 1046. 


Pneumatic Scale Corporation, Ltd., vs. 
A. & R. F. R. R. Co. et al. Goods in 
metal containers. No. 10048; p. 414. 

Portsmouth (O.) Board of Trade vs. 
Atlantic City R. R. Co. et al. Class 
and commodity. No. 10153; p. 990. 

Pryor Coal Co., Greensburg, Pa., vs. 
P. & W. Va. Coal. No. 10197, Sup. 
No. 3; p. 1335. 

Quinton Spelter Co., Quinton, Okla. 
Fire brick and fire clay. No. 10176; 
p. 1102. 

Quinton Spelter Co., Quinton, Okla., vs. 
Fort Smith & Western et al. Fire 
clay products. No. 10176, Sub. No. 1; 
p. 1222. 

Quinton Spelter Co., Quinton, Okla., vs. 
Fort Smith & Western et al. Fire 
brick. No. 10176, Sub. No. 2; p. 1222. 


Reconsignment 15th Section Applica- 
tions Nos. 5307, Morris; 5318, Morris; 
5566, Morris. No. 10173; p. 1102. 

Redmond, James J., Richmond, vs. 
Adams Express Co. et al. Whisky. 
No. 10150; p. 990. 

Refinite Co., Omaha, vs. C. & N. W. 
Crude clay. No. 10200; p. 1383. 

Rice, Geo. E., Potato Co., Inc., Foley, 
Minn., vs. B. & O. et al. Potatoes. 
No. 10081; p. 551. 

Richmond Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. C. 
lL. et al. Lumber. No. 10076; 551. 

Ryan & Newton Co., Spokane, Wash. 
vs. Fla, East Coast Ry. Co. et al. 
Grapefruit. No. 9998; p. 38. 

San Antonio (Tex.) Freight Bureau vs. 
A. & W. P. et al. Cotton eee or 
trampers. No. 10046; p. 308 

San Antonio (Tex.) Freight Bureau vs. 
Arizona Eastern R. R. Co. Cement. 
No. 10058; p. 415. 

San Antonio (Tex.) Freight Bureau vs. 

. T. & S. F. et al. Cotton trampers. 
No. 10109; p. 756. 

Savage Tire Co., San Diego, Cal., vs. 
A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. Wire. 
No. 19000; p. 38. 

Savage Tire Co., San Diego, Cal., vs. 
Erie R. R. Co. et al. Nickel- -plated 
— valves and parts. No. 9999; p. 


Schreiber Milling and Grain Co., St. Jo- 
seph and Omaha, vs. C. B. & Q. 
Grain. .Vo. 10143; p. 926. 

Schreiber Milling & Grain Co., St. 
Joseph and Omaha, vs. C. B. & Q. 
Erroneously reported as 10148, Apr. 27 
issue. No. 10144; p. 1335. 

Schroeder, John, Lumber Co., Milwau- 
kee, vs. N. Y. C. et al. Lumber. No. 
10015; p. 550. 

Sellen, C. O., & Co., Shelby, Ohio, vs. 
Lehigh Valley. Unreasonable rates 
and charges. No. 10191; p. 1222. 

Shane Bros. & Wilson Co., Philadelphia, 
vs. Pa. R. R. Co., Export flour. No. 
10141; p. 870. 

Stoux City Commercial Club_ Traffic 
Bureau vs. Alexandria & Western 
et al. Class rates. No. 10142; p. 926. 

Smith, Illey, Willow Hill, Ill., vs. I. C. 
R. R. Co. et al. Eggs, poultry and 
butter. No. 10171; p. 1046. 

Sheldon Axle & Spring Co., Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa., vs. Lehigh Valley et al. 
Switching rate. No. 10186; p. 1158. 

Sioux City Live Stock mene Sioux 
City, Ia., vs. C. & N. W. . Co. et 
al. Live stock. No. 10167; x 1046. 

Slater, U. M., Ine., et al., San Fran- 
cisco, vs. Southern Pacific et al. 
Sheep. No. 10040; p. 308. 

Southeastern Lumber rates. Fifteenth 
section application 5336. Lumber and 
lumber products. No. 10145; p. 1335. 

Southwestern Paper Co., Dallas and 
Houston, Tex., vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. 
Paper. No. 10126; p. 870. 

Southern Fertilizer & Chemical Co. vs. 
Ocean S. S. Co. Published by mis- 
take as No. 9984 in Dec. 22, 1917, is- 
sue. No. 9983; p. 414. 

St. Louis Electric Terminal Ry. Co. et 
al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 
ae routes and joint rates. No. 

p 4 

St. Louis C. of C. Pig B. & O. et al. 
Coal. No. 10097; 718. 

Starks, L., Co., aleem, vs. C. & N. 
as et al. Potatoes. No. 10029; p. 

Steinhardt & Kelly, New York, vs. Erie. 
Apples. No. 10103; p. 756. 

Stone-Ordean- Wells Co., Duluth, Minn., 
vs. Oregon Short Line R. R. Co. et 
al. Canned vegetables and catsup. 
No. 10004; p. 86. 

— Land Mfg. Co. vs. B. S. & W. 

Co. et al. Cottonseed hulls, No. 
16007; p. 86. 
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Sugar Land Ry. Co. General investi- 
gation as to rates and practices. No. 
10049; p. 414. 

Sun Co., Philadelphia, Pa., vs. T. & O. 
C. Ry. Co. et al. Crude oil. No. 
10039; p. 308. 


Swift & Co. and Swift Refrigerator 
Paso & 
Refrigerator 


Transportation Co. vs. El 
Southwestern et al. 
cars. No. 10026, Sub. No. 1; p. 262. 

Talliaferro & Co. et al., Richmond, Va., 
vs. Seaboard Air Line et al. Lumber. 
No. 10179; p. 1158. 

Tanner, A. A., & Co. et al., Lincoln, 
Neb., vs. C. B. & Q. et al. Grain. 
No. 10069; p. 551. 


Transcontinental rates. Fifteenth sec- 


tion application assigned to formal 


docket. No. 10047; p. 550. 
Tuckerton R. R. Co. vs. Penn. R. R. 
Co. Coal. No. 10050; p. 414. 
Tull & Gibbs, Inc., Spokane, Wash., vs. 
. & W. et al. Furniture. No. 10086; 


p. m 

Tuscaloosa Board of Trade vs. Ala. Gt. 
Southern et al. Inbound rates. No. 
8873; p. 718. 

Tweed Lumber Co., Sumter, S. C., vs. 
—" et al. Lumber. No. 10182; 
p. is 


Upies States of America vs. Belt Line 


. Co. of San Francisco et al. 
Switching charge. No. 10002; p. 38. 


Virginia-Carolina Chemica: Co. vs. A. 
& - et al. Sulphuric acid. No. 
10071; p. 551. 

Virginia Coal & Fuel Co., Chicago, vs. 
N. & W. Coal. No. 10190; p. 1222. 

Virginia Iron, Coal & Coke ‘Co. et al., 
Washington, D. C., vs. Southern et al. 
Iron ore. No. 10172; p. 1102. 

Water competitive lumber rates. No. 
10098; p. 1046. 

Watters-Tonge Lumber Co., Birming- 
ham, Ala., vs. L. & N. et al. Yellow 
pine. No. 10123; p. 870. 

Waukesha (Wis.) Lime & Stone Co. vs. 
Cc. M. & St. P. Switching charges. 
No. 10111; p. 756. 

Waverly Coal & Coke Co. vs. Pittsburgh 
& W. Va. Coal. No. 10197, Sub. No. 
2; p. 1335. 


Western Trunk Line hay and straw. 
No. 10100; p. 1046. 

Western Pine Mfg. Assn. et al., Port- 
land, Ore., vs. C. I. & W. et al. Pe- 
tition for reopening of case. No. 
9411; p. 1222. 

West Union Farmers’ Creamery Co., 
Sioux City, Ia., vs. C. & E. et-al. 
Butter, eggs, cheese «and dressed 
poultry. No. 10151; p. 990. 

Western Stoneware Co., Monmouth, 
Il., vs A. T. & S. F. et al. Stone- 
ware. No. 10192; p. 1335. 


Whitewater Lumber Co., Ajtbaadenvtite. 
Ala., vs. Ala. Central et al. Lumber. 
No. 10083; p. 551. 

Wilson & Co., Inc., and Wilson Cav 
Lines, vs. El Paso & Southv’estern 
et al. Refrigerator cars. No. 10026, 
Sub. No. 2; p. 

Wisconsin Granite Co., Chicago, vs. 
& N. W. et al. Granite paving blocks. 
No. 10152; p. 990. 

Wisconsin & Michigan Fruit & Ve.ze- 
table Jobbers’ Assn., Milwaukee, Wis., 
vs. Ahnapee & Western Ry. Co. et al. 
+ gaa and vegetables. No. 1002C:; p. 

Wood, Allan C., Philadelphia, vs. N. Y. 
P. & N. Lumber. No. 10120; p. 758. 


Young ig A of Toledo, Ohio, vs. 
T. St. & W. R. R. Co. et al. Corn. 
No. 10037; p. 308. 


Zelnicker, Walter, Supply Co., St. Louis, 
Mo., vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
Old steel rails. No. 10001; p. 28. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, Mo., vs. St. Louis, Iron Moun- 
tain & Southern et al. Steel relay 
rails. No. 10024; p. 262. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Suppiy Co. vs. C. 
St. P. M. & O. Ry. Co. et al. Old 
—_ and fastenings. No. 10057; p. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, vs. C. B. & Q. et al. Rails and 
fastenings. No. 10059; pv. 478. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis. vs. La. Western et al. Rails. 
No. 10157; p. 1046. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, vs. Oregon Short Line et al. 
Scrap iron. No. 10158; p. 1046. 

Zelnicker, Walter A., Supply Co., St. 
Louis, vs. Southern Ry. Co. et al. 
Empty flat cars. No. 10168; p. 1046. 
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Zelnicker, Walter A., & Co., St. Louis, 
vs. Missouri Pac. et al. Old rails and 
fastenings. No. 10196; p. 18365. 


Conference: rulings; undercharges; No. 
314 interpreted; p. 1086. 

Conference ruling; 503, concerning circus 
— and advance cars rescinded; p. 

Congestion, .cause of; by W. H. Chan- 
dler; p. 75; by W. Tv. Dean, p. 195. 

Conn, George Cc: heavy loading of cars; 
p. 1267. 

Corse, G. H., Jr.; traffic manager G. 
Arnsinck & Co.; p. 1037. 

Cotton; New Orleans Cotton Exchange vs. 
Th N.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 

Cottonseed cake and meal; National Wool 
Growers’ Assn. vs. Bullfrog-Goldfield et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 492. 

— S. H.; the rate-making power; p. 

4. 

Crane, C. E.; traffic manager Standard 
Oil Cloth Co.; p. 920. 

Criticism of Railroad Administration con- 
demned; p. 465. 

Croxton, Philip; New York pier conges- 
tion; p. 241. 

Croxton, Philip; letter to Director-Gen- 
eral regarding discontinuance of solici- 
tation and trap car charges; p. 796. 

Cummings, J. M.; carding of cars; p. 1023. 

Cummins amendment, second; Silk Assn. 
of Am. vs. P. R. R. et al.; see decisions 
of I.. C.C.;- 9. 1281; 

Daniels, W. M.; chairman of the Commis- 
sion; p. 659. 

— G. L.; heavy loading of cars; p. 


Daylight saving; pp. 672, 741, 1037, 1434. 
Dean, W. T.; cause of car congestion; p. 
195. 





DECISIONS OF ‘INTERSTATE COM. 
MERCE COMMISSION. 


(Decisions under the above caption are 
indexed by title where there is a com- 
plainant. Where there is none they are 
indexed by the commodity or subject 
affected. The decisions are also indexed 
hy the latter method in the regular alpha- 
betical list.) 


Abel & Rogerts vs. Mo. P.: case 7424; 
also sub. Nos. 1 and 2; brick (48 I. 
C. C., 275-276). Feb. 16. p. 321. 

Acid between Illinois Points (No. 2); 
I. and S. 1136: 15th sect. ap. 2368 (49 I. 
Cc. C., 498-501). May 11, p. 1010: 

Adams. William. et al.. vs. A. B. & A. 
et al.: case 8836 (49 T. C. C:, 415-418). 
EO Defendants’ tariff rule providing 
for the assessment of freight charges 
on weights ascertained at point of 
origin, or first weighing point en 
route. not shown to be unreasonable 
or unjustly discriminatory. 2. Alle- 
gation that charges on carloads of 
watermelons from certain points in 
Georgia. Florida and Alabama to Chi- 
eago. Ill., were assessed on erroneous 
weights not sustained except as to 
three shipments which were admitted- 
lv overcharged. Refund directed and 
complaint dismissed. May 4. p. 953. 

Etna Explosives Co. vs. C. & F. T. et 
al.: case 9874: sulphuric acid (50 T. C. 
C., 196-107). June 15, p. 1300. 

Etna Explosives Co. vs. Southern et al.: 
case 9793 (49 I. C. C.. 620-621). Charges 
on sulphuric acid. in tank-car loads 
from Hampton, Ga.. to Greenshoro 
N. C., found to have heen unreason- 
able. Reparation awarded. May 25 


mn. 3 A 

Alabama Chemical Co. of Ala. vs. S. A. 
TL. et al.; esse 9133: narts of 4th sect. 
ans. 702 15472: phosphate rock (49 T. 
C. C.. 299-402). Mav 4. p. 958. 

Ala, Packing Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. et 
al: case 9550: parts of 4th sect ans. 
542. 601. 1548. 1952: hogs and eattle 
(48 T. C. C., 596-599). March 9, p. 
494, 

Alebama Packing Co. et al. vs. Tu & N. 
et al.: case 8918: alsa case 8985 and 
fourth section apvlications; live stock 
(47 T. CG. CL. 624-K81).. Tan. 12. vw. 52. 

Albonv Perforated Wrapping Paner Co. 
vs. Arizona Eastern et al: case 9566: 
metal holders (49 I. C. C., 387-388). 
Mav 4. p. 958. 

Aleus. S. T.. & Co.. Ltd.. vs. La. Rv. & 
Nav. Co.: case 9339: also case 9391: 
lumber (49 T. C. C., 37-39). March 
16, p. 565. 

Allentown Portland Cement-Co. et al. 
vs. B. & O. et al.; case 9544; also cases 
9012, 9646, and 4th sect. aps. 1625, 


5 


1563, 1572, 3596, 607, 1771, 2019, 2022, 
555, 1481, 4577 (49 I. C. c., 502- 520). 
Upon complaints bringing into issue 
the reasonableness of the rates on 
cement in carloads from Troy, N. Y., - 
to stations on the Boston & Maine R. 
R. in New England, as well as the 
propriety of the relationship between 
the rates from the Hudson cement dis- 
trict in the state of New York, from 
the Lehigh district in the state of 
Pennsylvania, and from _ Universal, 
Pa., to stations on the Boston & 
Maine R. R., Maine Central R. R.. 
Montpelier & Wells River R. R., and 
St. Johnsbury & Lake Champlain R. 
R.; and upon investigation on the 
Commission’s own motion imto the 
reasonableness of the rates from 
points in the Hudson district to sta- 
tions on the lines named, Held: (1) 
The rates on cement in carloads from 
Troy, N. Y., to stations on the Bos- 
ton & Maine R. R. are unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceed those 
shown in the distance scale prescribed 
herein, (2) The rates from points in 
the Hudson district as a whole to sta- 
tions on the lines named are not 
shown to be unreasonable. (3) The 
rates from the Lehigh district to 
points on the lines named are’ not 
shown to be unreasonable. or to be 
unduly prejudicial as compared with 
the rates from the Hudson district to 
the same points. (4) The rates from 
the Lehigh district to stations on the 
lines named are unduly prejudicial 
as compared with the rates from Uni- 
versal, Pa.. to the same _ stations, 
which should exceed the rates from the 

. Lehigh district by at least 85 cents 
per net ton. (5) Certain:fourth sec- 
tion applications whereby the car- 
riers parties thereto seek authority 
to continue to charge lower rates from 
the Hudson and Lehigh districts to 
alleged water-competitive points in 
New England than the rate contem- 
poraneously in effect to intermediate 
points, denied. May 11, p. 1001. 

Alton Mercantile Co. vs. Till. Cent. et 
al.; case 9050; parts of 4th sect. aps. 
627 and 637: green coffee (48 I. C. C., 
668-670). March 16. p. 566. 

Alzonite Stone Mfg. Co. vs. A. T. & S. 

. et al.; case 9429; artificial stone 
He I. Cc. C., 689-690). March 16, p. 
65. 

American Cast Iron Pipe Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 9923: parts of fourth sect. 
aps. 1952, 2060, 3239: cast iron pipe (50 
I. C. C., 168-169). June 15, p. 1300. 

American. Glue Co. vs. Boston. & Maine; 
case 8788; fleshings (48 I. C. C., 19-21). 
Feb. 2, p. 209. 

American Lumber and Export Co. vs. 
L. & N.: case 9813: lumber (50 T. C. 
C., 259-260). June 22, p. 1350. 

American Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.: case 9467: gas oil (49 I. C. C., 
491-493). May 11, p. 1010. 

American Refining Co. vs. St. L. & S. 
F. et al.; case 8051; also cases 8084 
and 8043 (50 I. C. C.. 270-273). Charges 
applicable on certain carloads of pe- 
troleum tailings in tank cars from 
Okmulgee, Okla., to Gretna, La., re- 
consigned to Amesville, La., there bar- 
reled and reshipped to Westwego and 
New Orleans, La., for export, not 
shown to have been unreasonable, un- 
justly discriminatory, or otherwise in 
violation of the act. Complaints dis- 
missed. June 29, p, 1398. 





American Sand & Gravel Co. et al. vs. 


. & N. W. et al.: case 8231; sand 
and gravel (48 I. C. C., 1-4). Jan. 
26, p. 154. 

American Window Glass Co. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 9487: cullet (48 I. C. 
C., 451-452). March 2, pn. 427. 

Arkansas Rice Shippers’ Traffic Bureau 
vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 9515; parts 
of 4th sect. aps. 458 et al.: rice and 
products (47 I. C. C., 566-575). Jan. 
12, p. 53. 

Ash Products Co. vs. Vandalia et al.: 
case 9268; wooden tent pins (50 TI. C. 
C., 283-285). June 29, p. 1402. 

Astoria Box Co. et al. vs. S. P. & S. et 
al.; case 8456: fir lumber and prod- 


ucts (48 I. C. C., 481-484). March 2, 
p. 427. 
Babcock Bros. Lumber Co. vs. G. F. & 


A. et al.: case 9504; allowance for 
services (49 T. C. C., 661-664). May 
25, p. 1123. 

Baltimore & Carolina S. S. Co. et al. vs, 
A. C. IL. et al.; case 8770 (49 I. C. C., 
176-187). (1) The Commission has 
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jurisdiction to establish through 
routes and maximum joint rates be- 
tween defendants and the Baltimore 
& Carolina Steamship Co. from and 
to Baltimore, Md., and points in North 
Carolina, via Wilmington and New 
Bern, N. C. (2) The interested car- 
riers may, within 30 days after the 
service of this report, notify us of 
their agreement upon joint rates be- 
tween the rail lines and the steamship 
company from and to Baltimore and 
points in North Carolina via Wilming- 
ton and New Bern, failing which we 
shall proceed to enter the order fore- 
east ae report. March. 30, pp. 670, 
671, 4 


Barnes, C. W., vs. D. W.'& P. et al.; 
case 9577; sawdust and shavings (49 
I. C. C., 137-139). March 30, p. 682. 

Barnum-Richardson Co. vs. C. N. E. 
et al; case 9299; charcoal storage (50 
Il. C. C., 262-263). June 22, p. 1350. 

Barrett Co. vs. D. L. & W. et al.; case 
9241; benzol (49 I. C. C., 363-364). 
April 27, p. 874. 

Bartlett-Collins Glass Co vs. St. L. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9644; sand (49 1. 
Cc. C., 488-490). May 4, p. 965. 


Bascom-French Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 


S. F. et al.; case 5764 (48 I. C. C., 62- 
64). On rehearing, rate of 34c per 
100 Ibs on yellow pine lumber and arti- 
cles taking lumber rates, in carloads, 
from Texas and Louisiana producing 
territory to Las Cruces, N. M., not 
found unreasonable, unjustly discrim- 
inatory, or unduly prejudicial. Com- 
plaint dismissed. Feb. 16, p. 326. 

Bascom-Porter Co.. vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
. case 3544 (48 I. C. C., 56-68). Upon 
rehearing, original finding that com- 
plainant is entitled to reparation on 
carload shipments of lumber from 
Louisiana and Texas producing points 
to Las Cruces, N. M., adhered to. 
Feb. 16, p. 326. 

Batesville Excelsior Co. vs. Mo. P. et 
al.; case 9753; excelsior 50 I .C. C., 
235-236). June 22, p. 1351. 

Bay Bros. Lumber Co. vs. La. & Ark. 
et al.; case 9390; lumber (50 I. C. C., 
369-370). June 29, p. 1403. 

Beaver Valley Milling Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P.; case 8116; wheat (49 I. C. C., 
160-161). March 23, p. 617. 

Beebe Grain Co. et al. vs. B. A. & P. 
et al.; case 8209; grain, etc. (48 I. C. 
C., 623-626). March 9, p. 527. 

Belzoni Hardwood Lumber Co. _ vs. 
Southern in Miss. et al.; case 8937; 
lumber (48 I. C. C., 665-667). March 
16, p. 564. 

Berg, David, Distilling Co. vs. P. R. R. 
Co.; case 9374; imported black strap 
molasses (48 I. C. C., 77-78). Feb. 9, 
p. 275. 

Berthold & Jennings Lumber Co. vs. 
Southern; case 9520; lumber (49 I. 
Cc. C., 113-114). March 30, p. 681. 

Bertles & Bertles vs. Mich. Cent. et al., 
ease 9549; lumber (48 I. C. C., 463). 
March 2, p. 441. 


Birdsboro Stone Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
see State of Maryland et al. vs. B. C. 
& A. et al. May 25, p. 1125. 

Bituminous Coal rates to the southeast; 
case 6324 (50 I. C. C., 1-5). Upon the 
petition of the Cotton Manufacturers’ 
Assn. of North Carolina, intervener, 
for a modification of the finding made 
in our original report herein; Held, 
That the facts submitted on rehearing 
do not justify the proposed change in 
the rate groupings or the placing of 
Charlotte, N. C., in a lower rate group. 
Petition dismissed. June 1, p. 1169. 


Blackmer & Post Pipe Co. vs. Mo. P. et 
al.; case 9057; coal (49 I. C. C., 162- 
164). March 23, p. 617. 


Blackman & Griffin Co. et al. vs. A. C. 
& Y. et al.;: case 9290 (49-I. C. C., 
649-656). Charges collected on com- 
modities which moved from eastern 
defined territories to Utah common 
points between Sept. 18 and Nov. 15, 
1914, found unjust and unreasonable. 
Reparation awarded. May 18, p. 1071. 


B'um, A., & Popper vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 9427; asbestos fiber (49 I. C. C., 
107-108). April 20, p. 839. 

Boorman-Power Lumber & Implement 
Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 9476; 
wooden rollers (48 I. C. C., 695-696). 
March 23, p. 617. 

Bowie Lumber Co., Ltd., vs. Morgan’s 
La. & Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. et al.; 
eypress crossties (49 I, C. C., 342-344). 
April 27, p. 886. 
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Bowie, Camp, Tex., rates; I. and S. 1144; 
class and commodity (49 I. C. C., 528- 
529). May 18, p. 1064. , 

Bright Emery Co. vs. Am. Express et 
al.; case 9107; also sub. No. 1; berries 
(49 I. C. C., 1-2). March 16, p. 565. 

Brown Stave Co vs. St. L. & S. F. et 
al; case 8616; forest products (48 I. 
Cc. C., 75-76). Feb. 9, p. 275. 

Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co. vs. Pere 
Marquette et al.; case 9397; billiard 
tables (49 I. C. C., 530-533). May 11, 
p. 1010. 

Buckeye Cotton Oil Co. vs. G. M. & N. 
et al.; case 9694; molasses (50 I. C. C., 
32-33). June 15, p. 1301. 

Business Men’s League of St. Louis vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.: case 8083 (49 
I. C. C., 713-716). 1. Record reconsid- 
ered; findings made more specific and 
order of Oct. 17, 1916, modified. 2. 
Interstate fares between points desig- 
nated found unreasonable to the ex- 
tent they exceed basis of 2.4 cents per 
mile. Carriers required to remove un- 
due prejudice found to exist. May 25, 
p. 1113. 

3utters Lumber Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
case 8897; also sub. Nos. 1 and 2 and 
parts of 4th sect. aps. 704, 1572, 1625, 
1787, 3596, 3935 (48 I. C. C., 475-478). 
March 9, p. 491. 

Butte Wholesale Grocery Co. et al. vs. 
B. A. & P. et al.; case 8380; also 
subs. 1 and 2; sugar (48 I. C. C., 657- 
662). March 16, p. 572. 


Cady, W. M., Lumber Co., Inc., et al. 
vs. Glenmora & Western et al.; case 
9267; lumber (49 I. C. C., 165-166). 

- March 30, p. 683. 

California Corrugated Culvert Co. et al. 
vs. C."H. & D. et al.; case 9651; sheet 
iron (49 I. C. C., 385-386). April 27, 
p. 886. 

Camp Logan (Houston). Tex., Rates; I. 
and S. 1117 (49 I. C. C., 389-393). May 
11, p. 1010. 

Canned goods; see eastbound transcon- 
tinental canned goods (No. 2); p. 1237. 

Car float service in N. . mageer: I: 
and S. 1133 (49 I. C. C., 259-267). Pro- 
posed increase from 6 to 12 in the 
minimum number of cars, or their 
equivalent carload minimum, for 
which car-float service in lieu of 
lighterage on lighterage free freight 
received or delivered alongside piers 
or vessels in New York harbor will 
be performed, found not to have been 
justified. April 20, p. 830. 

Carey, Philip, Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
ease 9289; asphalt shingles (49 I. C. C., 
167-168). March 30. p. 683. 

Carlisle Commission Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 8151; hav (49 I. C. C., 
78-81). April 13, p. 769. 

Carolina Wood Products Co. vs. South- 
ern et al.: case 9653: chestnut extract 
wood (48 I. C. C., 582-586). March 9, 
p. 491. 

Carolina Portland Cement Co. vs. L. & 
N.; case 9859: lumber (50 IT. C. C. 98). 
June 29, p. 1403. 

Carriere. G. L.. vs. A. & N. R. et al: 
case 8322: staves and other forest 
products (50 IT. C. C.,' 280-282): June 
22, p. 1349. 

Carrollton Excelsior & Fuel Co., Lta., 
vs. N. O. & N. E.: case 9548: excel- 
sior (48 I. C. C., 464-465). March 2. 
p. 427. 

Carrollton Excelsior & Fuel Co., Ltd.. 
vs. N. O. & N. E.; case 9353: cordwood 
(49 TI. C. C., 6-7). March 16. n. 566. 

Casey-Hedges Co. et al. vs. C. N. O. & 
T. P.: case 7122: iron and steel arti- 
cles (48 I. C. C., 8-12). Jan. 26, p. 
153. 

Casey-Hedges Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 9261 (50 T. C. C.. 240-242). Ship- 
ments of cast-iron pipe and fittings, 
in carloads from Chattanooga, Tenn., 
to Manila, P. T.. found to have heen 
overcharged. Reparation awarded. 
June 22. p. 1348. 

Casket Mfers.’ Ass’n of America vs. B. 
& O. et al.: case 9096 (49 I. C. C., 327- 
331). (1) First-class rating on wood- 
en burial cases. in less than carloads, 
and double first-class rating on burial 
pillows. in less than carloads, or when 
shipped in burial cases, in Official 
Classification territory. not shown to 
be unreasonable. (2) First-class rat- 
ing on burial case or casket trim- 
mings, in less than carloads, found to 
be unreasonable and second-class rat- 
ine prescribed for the future. April 
27. p. 882. 

Cement to Montana; I. and S. 1047 (48 
I. Cc. C., 402-404). March 2, p. 425. 
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Cement to Montana (No. 2); I. and S. 
eo (419 I. C. C., 597-598). May 18, p. 

owe see Western Cement Rates; 
Pp. " 

Cement to Iowa points (No. 2); I. and S. 
uae (49 I. C. C., 595-596). May 18, p. 

Central R. R. Co. of Indpls.; second In- 
dustrial Railways case; case 4181 and 
I. and S. 414 (49 I. C. C., 359-360). 
April 27. p. 886. ; 

Chaney, W. G.; Co., Ltd., vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.; case 9477; cedar posts 
(49 I. C. C., 21-22). March 16, p. 565. 

Chaney, W. G., Co., Ltd., vs. C. M. & 
St. P. et al.; case 9477; cedar posts 
(49 I. C. C., 21-22). April 13, p. 769. 

Chaney, W. G., Co., Ltd., vs. G. N. et 
al.; case 8637; also four Sub. Nos.; 
box shooks (50 I. C. C., 332-338). 
June 29, p. 1402. 

Chattanooga Sewer Pipe & Fire Brick 
Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 7541 (48 
I. C. C., 642-646). Transportation of 
sewer pipe, in carloads, from Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., to points in North Car- 
olina, and the intrastate transporta- 
tion of the same commodity within 
North Carolina. Held. not shown to 
be performed under substantially sim- 
ilar transportation conditions. Find- 
ing that the North Carolina intra- 
state rates on that commodity for like 
distances subject complainant and its 
traffic and the city of Chattanooga to 
undue prejudice and disadvantage and 
accord North Carolina shippers an un- 
due preference and advantage, con- 
tained in the original report herein, 
41 I. @. C., 406, reversed on further 
hearing. Complaint dismissed. March 
16, p. 574. : 

Chicago Bridge & Tron Works vs. Erie 
et al.; case 9575: fabricated steel 
articles (49 IT. C. C., 117-118). March 
30. p. 681. 

Class and Commodity; rates between C. 
F. A. territory and points on the C. 
& O.. Lexington district; 4th sect. 
aps. 4966 and 10483 (47 I. C. C., 576- 
581). Jan. 19, p. 97. 

Class rates from Chestnut Ridge Ry. 
stations: I. and S. 765 (50 I. C. C.. 152- 
156). Former findings reconsidered 
and held, that: (14) In the determina- 
tion of what should be a reasonable 
allowance out of a line-haul rate to 
the Chestnut Ridge Ry. for what is 
substantially a switching service it is 
not practicable to differentiate be- 
tween class traffic, on the one hand, 
and cemmodity traffic, on the other: 
and (2) An average cost per carload 
ascertained upon all cars handled by 
the Chestnut Ridge Ry., including per 
diem, is equally applicable to class as 
well as commodity traffic, and in this 
case is applied to class traffic. June 
15, p. 1283. 

Clearfield Lumber Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case 9789; oak lumber (50 I. C. C., 93- 
94). June 8, p. 1238. 

Cleveland Provision Co. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 9373; also No. 9383 (50 I. 
Cc. C., 293-297). For the transporta- 
tion of hogs, calves, sheeps, lambs 
and goats.from primary markets de- 
fendants’ tariffs should provide that if 
a double-deck car is ordered, and in 
lieu thereof two single-deck cars are 
furnished, they may-be used at the 
rate and minimum weight applicable 
to the double-deck car, provided a 
period of two days exclusive of day of 
notice is allowed the carriers within 
which to furnish the car ordered. 
June 29, p. 1398. 

Cc. M. & St. P. vs. G. N.; case 7766 (49 
I. C. C., 302-307). (1) The Great 
Northern Railway by refusing to par- 
ticipate with the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul Railway in through routes 
and joint fares from points on its line 
north of Seattle, Wash., to Omaha, 
Neb., Kansas City, Mo., and -points 
east and south thereof, with inter- 
change facilities at Seattle, while con- 
temporaneously « participating with 
complainant’s competitors in through 
routes and joint fares from and to 
the same points with interchange fa- 
cilities at Portland, Ore., subjects the 
Milwaukee to unlawful discrimination 
in violation of the second paragraph 
of section 3 of the act to regulate 
commerce. (2) Absorption by com- 
plainant of defendant’s local fares 
from points north of Seattle to Seattle 
is unlawful and must be discontinued. 
April 20, p. 828. 
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Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. S. P. & 





































Chvistéphag & Simpson Iron Works Co. 
vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 9557; struct- 
ural iron and steel (48 I. C. C., 697- 
698). March 16, p. 566. 

Coal,. anthracite; I. and S. 1111; order 
at ete a 15 per cent case; Pp. 

Coal from Arkansas and other states; I. 
and S. 1115 (49 I. C. C.,-727-732). In- 
tended as measures to prevent delay 
to their own cars, to relieve conges- 
tion, and to increase their revenues 
through a greater utilization of their 
own equipment, the respondents un- 
dertook to cancel the present joint 
rates applying on coal, carloads, from 
mines on their lines, without giving 
any consideration to the reasonable- 
ness of the increased combination 
rates that would remain in_ force; 
Held, That the failure to justify the 
increased rates warrants denial of the 
fifteenth section applications and can- 
cellation of the tariff schedules here 
under suspension. May 25, p. 1120. 

Coal to S. Dakota; case 5622; in re 
rates on coal, C. L., from points in 
Wyoming and Montana to points in 
S. Dakota (47 I. C. C., 750-756). (1) 
In general rates should be a medium 
for effecting the movement of traffic 
and should not be erected as a bar- 
rier between a consuming point and 
2 source of supply. (2) Finding of 
the original report, that the present 
rates on coal in carloads from certain 
Wyoming coal mines to South Dakota 
points are unreasonable, reaffirmed 
and ‘reasonable rates prescribed for 
the future. (3) Petition for rehearing 
denied. Jan. 26, p. 157. 

«‘ombs, Cass & Eastern R. R. Co.; case 
9444 (50 I. C. C., 221-223). 1. Combs, 
Cass & Eastern R. R. Co. found to 
be a common carrier entitled to main- 
tain and divide joint rates with the St. 
Louis-San Francisco Ry. Co. 2. The 
divisions paid by the St. Louis-San 
Francisco Ry. Co. out of joint rates 
on interstate shipments of lumber and 
forest products should not exceed the 
maxima prescribed in The Tap Line 
Case, 31 1. C. C., 490. June 22, p. 1345. 


Commodities between Trunk Line and 
western points; I. and S. 1131; order 
+ aarp ats 15 per cent case; p. 


Commodities from E. St. Louis, Il.; I. 
and S. 1153; rates from St. Louis dis- 
trict to southeastern points; 15th 
sect. ap. 1182 (50 I. C. C., 148-151). 
June 22, p. 1350. 

Commodities; see 
Commodities; p. 325. 

Commodity, eastern, case; I. and 8. 
1125; order in supplemental 15 per 
cent case; p. 622. 

Commodity rates in Official Classifica- 
tion territory; 15th sect. order 176; 
order in supplemental 15 per cent 
case; p. 625. 

Conquest, P. L., & Son et al. ys. S. A. 
L. et al.; case 4828 and sub. 1; parts 
of 4th sect. aps. 1573 and 703; lumber 
(47 I. C. C., 517-528). Jan. 5, p. 23. 

Cooper Grocery Co. vs. Morgan’s La. & 
Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. et al.; case 
9467; also sub. Nos. 1 to 4; salt (49 
I. C. C., 641-643). June 1, p. 1181. 

Cordley & Hayes vs. Boston & Maine 
et al.; case 9442; fiberware (49 I. C. 
C., 11-12). March 16, p. 565. 

Cornell Wood Products Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9296; wallboard (49 
I. C. C., 91-93). April 20, p. 818. 

Cottonseed products to Texas; I. and 

8. ~~ (48 I. C. C., 297-302). March 


Oklahoma-Texas 


2, 6. 

Cotton from New Orleans: I. and S. 
1108 (49 I. C. C., 751-757). 1. Pro- 
posed cancellation of proportional 
rates on cotton, and articles taking 
the same rates, from New Orleans to 
New York found justified except for 
certain maladjustments which would 
result. Respondent directed to cancel 
the suspended schedules’ without 
prejudice to its right to establish rates 
on short notice, with such modifica- 
tions as are indicated in the report. 
2. Effective port-to-port rates on cot- 
ton and articles taking the same rates 
from New Orleans to New York not 
shown to be unreasonable or other- 
wise unlawful. June 1, p. 1177. 

Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. Willa- 
mette Nav. Co. et al.; case 9452; also 
ease 9501; pulp (49 I. C@. C., 13-15). 
March 16, p. 566. 


S. et al.; case 9596 (49 I. C. C., 635- 






















638). The complaint alleged that the 
rates on paper in carloads from Camas, 
Wash., to points in Montana, as com- 
pared with other rates on the same 
commodity, are unreasonable and sub- 
ject complainant to undue prejudice. 
At the hearing complainant’s main re- 
liance was placed upon certain com- 
putations based upon distance. There 
was no showing made that the rates 
are unreasonable or that complainant 
is subjected to undue prejudice. Com- 
plaint dismissed. May 2a, p. 1114. 

Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. A. T. 

S. F. et al.; case 9664; switching db 
1. C. C., 613-615). May 18, p. 1071. 

Cudahy Bros. Co. vs. C. & N. W.; see 
Natl. Live Stock Exchange vs. C. B. 
& Q. et al.; p. 61. 

Culmers Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 8278; petroleum products (50 IL. 
Cc. C., 90-93). June 15, p. 1301. 

Davis, H. D., Lumber Co. vs. N. P. et 
al.; case 8191; lumber (49 1. C. C., 407- 
409). May ls, p. 1064. 

Dawson Produce Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 9604 (49 I, C. C., 291-301). 
(1) Through rates based on the ag- 
gregate of separately established pro- 
portional commodity rates in and out 
of Jacksonville cn green vegetables 
in carloads from producing points in 
the state of Florida to points in the 
state of Oklahoma, which were _in- 
creased subsequent to Jan. 1, 1910, 
have been justified by the defendants. 
(2) Reparation awarded in so far as 
the charges exacted exceeded the ag- 
gregate of intermediates over the same 
route of movement, which contraven- 
tion of the 4th sect. of the act was 
not protected by any application to 
aa eaecn acai for relief. April 13, 
p. E 

Decker, J. E., & Sons vs. B. & O. et al.; 
ease 9819; salted hog meats (50 IL C. 
C., 47-49). June 15, p. 1300 

Delaware Punch Co. of Tex. vs. G. H. 
& S. A. et al.; case 9150; syrups (49 
I. C. C., 181-132). March 30, p. 682. 

Delaware Punch Co of Tex. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 9459; Delaware punch 
syrup (50 I, C. C., 29-31). June 29, 
p. 1402. 

Delaware River Steel Co. vs. P. & R.; 
case 9668; demurrage (49 I. C. C., 
537-539). May 18, p. 1064. 

D. L. W. Coal Co. vs. D. L. W.; case 
8867 (49 I. C. C., 203-204). Statement 
in the original report, 46 I. C. C., 506, 
509, to the effect that the complainant 
is still a subsidiary of the defendant 
and that the defendant has endeav- 
ored in ways lawful and unlawful to 
give preferences and advantages to 
the complainant, withdrawn in the 
light of the further facts adduced up- 
on the rehearing, the findings and or- 
der in the original proceeding . being 
in — respects affirmed. April 6, 
p. is 

Dewey Bros. Co. vs. P. C. Cc. & St. L. 
et al.; case 9486; wheat (48 I. C. C., 
467-468). March 2, p. 427. 

Diamond Coal & Coke Co., vs. P. R. R. 
Co. et al.: case 9796 (50 I. C. C., 144- 
147). The coal rate adjustment from 
mines in Pennsylvania to ‘‘short-haul 
territory,’’ as herein described, is 
shown to be unduly preferential of 
Alicia, Bridgeport, Pike and Braznell, 
and unduly prejudicial of Diamond. 
The rates from Diamond should not 
be higher than those contemporane- 
ously maintained from the other mines 
here mentioned. June 15, p. 1290. 


Dougherty, P., Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 8298; coal (48 I. C. C., 407-412). 
March 2, p. 441. 

Du Pont, E. I., de Nemours Powder Co. 
vs. I. & G. N. et al.; case 9162; nitrate 
of soda (49 I. C. C., 35-37). March 16, 
p. 565. 

Du Pont, EB. IL, de Nemours & Co. vs. 
Maine Central et al.; case 9565; wood 
flour (49 I. C. C., 268-270). April 20, 
p. 825). : 

Du Pont, I. I., de Nemours Powder Co., 
vs. P. R. R.; case 912°; also 9567. and 
sub. 1 (50 I. C. C., 203-206). 1. Car- 
rier that performs a switching service, 
the entire charge for which is ab- 
sorbed by the line-haul carrier, is not 
a necessary party to a proceeding in- 
volving the reasonableness of the rate 
under which the absorption is made. 
Du Pont de Nemours Powder Co. vs. 
_P. R. R. Co.,. 43 I. C. C., 227, reversed. 
2. Rates on coal ashes and cinder in 
carloads from Coatesville, Pa., to Car- 
ney’s Point and Gibbstown, N. J., 





found to have been and to be un- 
reasonable. Maximum reasonable 
rates prescribed ei reparation 
awarded. June 22, p. 1346 

Dunham Co. vs. N. ¥._C. -@t ah; case 
seas! rough castings (50 I. C. C, 343- 

344). June 22, p. 1349. 

Durham Coal & Iron Co. vs. C. of Ga. 
et al.; case 9372; parts of 4th sect. 
aps. 458, 463, 1530; coal (49 I.-C. C., 
103-105), March 23, p. 617. 

Eagle Pass Lumber Co. vs. G. H. & 5S. 
A. et al.; case 9455; lumber (48 I. C. 
C., 693-694). March 16, p. 565. 

Eastbound transcontinental roofing pa- 
per; I. and S. 1095 (48 I. C. C., 17-18). 
Feb. 2, p. 209. 

Eastbound Transcontinental Canned 
Goods (No. 2); I. and S. 1126 (50 I. C. 
C., 62-68). June 8, p. 1237. 

Eastern Shore of Va. Produce Exchange 
vs. W. Md. et al.; case 9498; vege- 
tables (50 I. C. Cc. 60-61). June 29, 
Pp. 1402. 

Eck, John A., Co., vs. A. T. & S. F.; 
case 9675; grapes (47 I. C. C., 145-146). 
March 30, p. 682. 

El Paso Iron & Metal Co. A. T. & 8. 
F. et al.; case 9126; ouhnty beer bot- 
tles (48 I. C. C.,, 479-480). March 2, 


p. 426. 

El Paso Iron & Metal Co. vs. G. H. & 
S. A. et al.; bat guano and bones 
(48 I. C. C., 427-428). March 2, p. 427. 

Electric Controller and Mfg. Co. vs. Am. 
Express; case 9835; slate (50 I. C. C., 
243-244). June 22, p. 1349. 

Elizabethton Flooring Co.- vs. E. Tenn, 
& W.N. C. et al.; case 9545; also sub. 
Nos. 1, 2 and 3, and cases 9546 and 
aa maple lumber and flooring (50 

Cc. C., 137-140). June 15, p. 1301. 

Elton Lumber Co., Ltd., vs. N. O. T. z 
M. et al.; case 9197; iumber (50 L. 

C., 85-86). June 15, p. 1301. 

Empire Oil Works et Ry vs. N. Y. C. et 
al.; case 7992; petroleum and products 
(50 I. C. C., 99-103). June 15, p. 1301. 

Enochs & Wortman vs. Ill Cent. et al.; 
case 9417; also case 9418; lumber (48 
I. C, C., 4438-444). March 2, p. 442 

Ewing, C. ¥F., & Co. vs. Spokane In- 
ternational et al.; case 8910; cedar 
poles (48 I. C. C., 415-417). March 2, 
p. 425. 

Ewing, C. F., & Co., Ltd., vs. Spokane 
Int. et al.; case 8830; cedar posts (50 
I. C. C., 339-340). June 29, p. 1402. 

se charges on empty fish cars; I. 
and S. 1114 (50 I. C. C., 24-28). June 
1 and ‘June 8, pp. 1181, 123°. 

Express rates; proposed increase in; 
case 9972; 15th sect. ap. 1790 (50 I. 
S. 385-396). Application of ex- 
press companies for 10 per cent in- 
crease in interstate rates granted. 
June 29, p. 1393. 


Fidelity Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & 
V. et al; case 9305 (47 I. C. C., 542- 
548). (1) A special rule of procedure, 
specifying the manner in which the 
parties may except to a report pro- 
posed by the examiner, is binding up- 
on the parties, and the non-observ- 
ance thereof is condemned. (2) Rates 
on peanuts, shelled or unshelled, in 
carloads, from.Houston, Tex., to St. 
Louis, Mo:., Chicago, Ill., Milwaukee, 
Wis., Red Wing and St. Paul, Minn., 
Cleveland and Toledo, Ohio, Buffalo, 
N. Y., and points taking the same 
rates are not shown to be unduly pre- 
judicial, but are found unreasonable. 
Reasonable maximum rates prescribed 
for the future. Jan. 19, p. 115. 


Fies & Sons vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
9620; horses and mules (49 I. C. C., 
393-394). May 11, p. 1010. 

Fifteen per cent case, supplemental; 
orders in; March 23, pp. 606, 610. 

Finkbine Lumber Co. vs. G. & S. I1.; case 
9306 (48 I. C. C., 705-707). Upon com- 
plaint that defendants’ refusal to make 
complainant an allowance of $3 per 
ear for performing a switching and 
weighing service on carload traffic 
from its. mill to the point of inter- 
change with defendant’s line at Wig- 
gins, Miss., is unreasonable and In 
violation of section 15 of the act; 
Held, that in the absence of unjust 
discrimination defendant was under 
no obligation to perform the service 
requested and that defendant’s refusal 
to make complainant an allowance for 
performing the service was not un- 
lawful or unreasonable. 7 comets dis- 
missed. March 16, p. 

Fish cars, empty: a ‘charges on; 
see express: pp. 1181, 1238. 
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Flanley Grain Co. vs. C. St. P. es & O. 
et al.; case 9274; corn (48 I. C. C., 505- 
506). March 9, 492. 

veperty. Philip, & ons, vs. N. Y: N. H. 
& H. et al.; case 8859; also cases 9119 
and 9337 and 4th sect. aps. 774, 976, 
1481, 1589, 1623, 1788, 3698 (49 I. C. C., 
744-750). 1. Rates for the transporta- 
tion of anthracite coal in carloads 
from the Lehigh, Schuylkill and Wy- 
oming regions in Pennsylvania to Ol- 
neyville, within the corporate limits of 
Providence, R. I., not shown to have 
been or to be unreasonable or unjustly 
discriminatory under section 2, but 
the general adjustment of rates on 
that commodity to points of delivery 
in the city of Providence and destina- 
tions beyond found unduly prejudicial 
to complainants. Reparation denied. 
2. Fourth section application for au- 
thority to maintain lower rates on an- 
thracite coal to Darlington, within the 
corporate limits of Pawtucket, than 
to intermediate points found not justi- 
fled, and relief from the long-and- 
short-haul rule: denied. 3. Complaint 
assailing the rates on anthracite coal 
in carloads from the producing re- 
gions named to Campbell Hall, N. Y., 
dismissed. June 1, p. 1171. 

Fox's, Samuel, Sons vs. Boston & Al- 
bany et al.; case 9356; wood (49 I. C. C., 
656-660). June 1, p. 1181. 

Fruit Despatch Co. vs. P. & R.; case 
9251; also case 9361; bananas’ (48 I. 
Cc. C., 634-636). March 16, p. 564. 

Ft. Smith Commission Co. vs. K. C. 
et al.; case 9880; sweet potatoes ( 
I. C. C., 109). June 15, p. 1301. 

Ft. Smith Commission Co. vs. K. C. 
et al.; case 9889: potatoes (50 1. C. C., 
135-136). June 22. p. 1349. 

Fullerton-Powell Hardwood Lumber Co. 
vs. St. L. S. W. et al.; case 9172; oak 
+ ig age (48 I. C. C., 468-469). March 

» Pp. 2. 

Galloway, William, Co., vs. G. B. & W. 
et al; case 9490; manure spreader 
& I. C. C., 455-456). Mareh 2, p. 

Gamble Robinson Commission Co. vs. 
A. & B. R. et al.; case 4363 (50 I. C. 
C., 324-326). Charge of $5 per car per 
trip for the use of a refrigerator car in 
the movement of. apples from points 
of origin in Michigan to points in 
Iowa and Minnesota found not to have 
been unreasonable. June 29, p. 1397. 

Gamble Robinson Fruit Co. vs. Fla. 
East Coast et al.; case 9382; also Sub. 
No. 1 and parts of 74th sect. aps. 703, 
1952, 1548, 1573, 3965; grapefruit and 
oranges Ba I. Cc. C., 301-303). June 
29, p. 1402. 
jood, O. S., vs. G. N.; case 9248; pine 
and fir lumber (48 I. C. C., 435-436). 
March 2, p. 426. 

Good, Orrin S., vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case 8804; also sub. Nos. 1 and 2; lum- 
ber (49 I. C. C., 583-585). May 18, p. 
1065). 

yraham County Lumber Co. vs. South- 
ern et al.; case 9636: lumber (50 I. C. 
C., 231-232). June <* p. 1351. 

Graham, Ralph, vs. A. & S. F. et al.; 
case 9691; reparation aS "AT 2B 619- 
620). May 25, p. 1123. 

JYrain; claims for loss and damage of; 
ease 9009 (48 I. C. C., 530-575). Claims 
against carriers for the loss and dam- 
age of grain and _ grain products 
shipped in bulk, and the regulations 
and practices observed in connection 
with the presentation, investigation 
and adjustment of such claims, anal- 
yzed and discussed. Carriers and 
shippers given opportunity to confer 
and agree upon rules and practices to 
be followed in filing, investigating and 
disposing of claims. The proceeding 
held open for such further action as 
may be found necessary or proper. 
March 2, p. 427. 

train, eastern case; I. and S. 1142; 
order in supplemental 15 per cent 
case; Pp. 3. 

Grain products, Montgomery, Ala.-Jack- 
son, Miss.; I. and S 1090 (48 I. C. C., 
615-617). March 9, p. 492. 

Grain reshipped from Peoria; I. and S. 
1129 (50 I. C. C., 185-190). Proposed 
cancellation of reshipping rates on 
grain and grain products from Peoria 
and Pekin, Ill., to Eastern Trunk 
Line territory via routes embracing 
portions of the Illinois Central R. R. 
found to be justified. June 15, p. 1287. 

Grain screenings rating; I. and S. 1100 

(48 I. C. C., 576). March 9, p. 492. 
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Grain transit at Kansas stations; I. and 


S. 1069 (48 I. C. C., 59-61). Feb. 9, 
p. 2751. 
Great Falls Gas Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 


al.; case 9311; also sect. No. 1; pe- 
troleum oils (50 I. C. C., 357- 360). 
June 29, p. 1403. 

Green Bay Specialty Co. vs. N. Y. & 
L. B. et al.; case 9774; pants (50 [. C. 
U., 237-238). June 22, p. 1351. 

Gulf Lumber Co. et al. vs. G. & S. R. 
et al.; case 9179; lumber (48 I. C. C., 
461-462). March 9, p. 492. 

Hale-Halsell Grocery Co. vs. N. Mex. 
Cent. et al.; case 97/27; dried beans 
(60 I. C.:’., 263-265). 
1349. 

Hanley & Kinsella Coffee & Spice Co. 
vs. T. St. L. & W. et al.; case 9342; 
fennel seed (50 L. C. C., 376-377). June 
29, p. 1403. 

Hannah Distributing Co. et al. vs. M. K. 
& T. of Tex. et al.; case 971ly; grain 
and products (49 1. C. C., 720-726). 
May 25, p. 1123. 

Harmon, F. S., Co. vs. E. J. & E. et 
al.; case 9363; iron store stool bases 
(49 I. C. C., 105-106). March 30, p. 


Harrison, H. C., vs. St. L. B. & M. er 
al; case 9114; silver and lead ore (49 
1. C. C., 140). March 30, p. 681. 

Hartzell, G. W., vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 9368; walnut logs (49 l. Cc. C., 
357-358). April 27, p. 886. 

Hartzell, G. W., vs. &. C. Cc. & St. L. 
et al.; case 9499; part of 4th sect. ap. 
2060 (49 I. C. C., 691-693). 1. Rate on 
walnut logs, in carloads, from Ma- 
homet, Ill, to Piqua, O., not shown 
to have been or to be unreasonable. 
Complaint dismissed. 2. Fourth sec- 
tion relief denied. May 25, p. 1121. 

Heileman, E., Brewing Co. et al, vs. C. 

’ et al.; case 6195; also 6195; 
Sub. No. 1 (50° £. 6.--&.. 273- -276). 1. 
Following Holmes & Hallowell Co. vs. 
G. N. Ry. Co., 37 I. C. C., §27, rates 
on beer, in carloads, from La Crosse, 
Wis., to certain destinations in the 
state of Minnesota, and on empty beer 
packages, returned, from the same 
points to La Crosse, not shown to 
have been unreasonable, unduly dis- 
criminatory or unduly prejudicial. 2. 
Present rates. on beer, in carloads, 
from La Crosse to Moorhead and 
Breckenridge, Minn., found to be un- 
duly prejudicial as compared with the 
rates contemporaneously in effect on 
the same commodity from Chicago, 
lL, and Milwaukee, Wis., to the same 
destinations. A proper relationship of 
rates prescribed for the future. 3. 
Rates on empty beer packages, re- 
turned from Moorhead and Brecken- 
ridge to La Crosse, not shown to 
have been or to be unreasonable, un- 
justly discriminatory, or unduly pre- 
judicial. June 29, p. 1400. 

Heldmaier, Ernest, vs. C. lL. & L.; case 
9021; parts of 4th sect. aps. 2044, 2045, 
2060 (49 I. C. C., 81-84). (1) Rates 
on rough building stone, in carloads, 
from points in Indiana to Chicago, II1., 
not shown to have been or to be un- 
reasonable or unduly prejudicial. (2) 
Fourth section relief granted in part. 
April 13, p. 769. 

Helena, Ark., Business Men’s League 
vs. St. L. I. M. & S. et al.; case 9245; 
age ge I. C. C., 490-492). March 

Helena Traffic Bureau vs. Mo. P. et al.; 
case 9433; potatoes (48 I. C. C., 307- 
311). March 2, p. 426. 

Hogan & — vs. G. N. et al.; case 
8649, sub. 1; lumber (49 I. C. C., 564- 
565). May ie. p. 1065. 

Hollingshead & Blei Co., Ine., vs. M. & 
N. A. et al.; case 9447: oak staves (48 
I. C. C., 449-450). March 9, p. 492. 

Hollingshead & Blei Co. vs. 
et al.; case 9510; oak staves (49 I. C. 
C., 109-111). March 23, p. 617. 

Hollingshead & Blei Co., Inc., vs. K. C. 
S. et al.; case 9344; oak barrel staves 
(49 I. C. C., 62-63). March 30, p. 682. 

Honaker Lumber Co., Inc., et al. vs. N. 
& W. et al.; case 8978 (48 I. C. C., 
715-727). (1) Rates on lumber, car- 
loads, from points on the Norfolk & 
Western and its connections in Vir- 
ginia and West Virginia to points in 
central Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
New York state other than New York, 
Connecticut and Rhode Island, found 
unreasonable and unjustly discrimin- 
atory to the extent that rates on lum- 
ber other than oak, spruce and hem- 
lock exceed the rates on oak, spruce 


June 22, p. 


K. C. S.|}- 





and hemlock. (2) Carload rates from 
the same eriginating territory, on 
lumber other than oak, spruce and 
hemlock, to Baltimore and Philadel- 
phia and points grouped with either 
destination not found unreasonable, 
but found unjustly discriminatory; re- 
moval of unjust discrimination re- 
quired. (3) Except for the unjust dis- 
crimination found in the maintenance 
of different rates on different kinds of 
lumber from originating points on the 
Norfolk & Western and its connec- 
tions, rates from these points of origin 
found not unduly prejudicial as com- 
pred with lumber rates from the 
Charleston, W. Va., district to the 
same destinations. (4) Except for the 
unjust discrimination found in the 
maintenance of different rates on dif- 
ferent kinds of lumber from the same 
originating points, rates to Reading 
and Philadelphia not shown to be un- 
duly prejudicial to points in central 
Pennsylvania, north of MHarrisburg. 
March 16, p. 575. 

Hood, H. P.. & Sons vs. B. & M. et al.; 
case 9484 (49 I. C. C., 694-699). 1. Es- 
tablishment and maintenance by the 
Boston & Maine R. R. of a station at 
Roland street, Somerville, Mass., for 
the delivery of less-than-carload ship- 
ments of milk consigned to Boston, 
Msas., and the refusal of the carrier 
to continue to make deliveries of such 
shipments at complainant’s plant in 
Boston, not found to be unreasonable, 
unjustly discriminatory, or unduly 
prejudicial. 2. Refusal of Boston & 
Maine to provide a ferry-car service 
for milk, cream and other dairy prod- 
uets at Boston, and the charge of $3 
per car for such service at other 
points on its line, found justified. 3. 
Cancellation of transit arrangements 
on milk, cream and other dairy prod- 
ucts found not justified. 4. Carload 
minimum of 8,925 quarts of milk or 
cream not found to be unreasonable. 
5. Rule providing that iced-car rates 
will be charged on carload shipments 
of milk, cream and other dairy prod- 
ucts in baggage cars when iced-car 
service is provided in the same train, 
found to be ambiguous and its amend- 
ment directed. May 25, p. 1123. 

Hormel, G. A., & Co. vs. G. W. et al.; 
case 9770; meats (49 I. C. C., 639-640). 
May 25, p. 1123. 

Houston, Tex., Chamber of Commerce 
et al. vs. S. P. et al.; case 9605 (49 
I. C. C., 316-319). Carload rate on im- 
ported peanuts, shelled, in bags or 
sacks, from Seattle, Wash., and San 
Francisco, Cal., to Houston, Tex., not 
shown to be unjust, unreasonable or 
unduly prejudicial. Complaint dis- 
missed. April 20, p. 825. 

Hubinger, J. C., Bros. Co. vs. C. & 
Q. et al; case 9482; corn syrup dia I 
C.. Ba 23-24), March 16, p. 565. 

Huron Milling Co. vs. Pere Marquette 
et al.; case 9046; switching allowance 
(49 I. CG. C.. 558-542). May 11, p. 1010. 

Illinois Brick Co. vs. C. & E. I. et al.; 
case 9528; fuel oil (49 I. C. C., 590- 
594). May 18, p. 1063. 

Illinois passenger fares; see Business 
Men’s League St. Louis vs. A. T 
& S. F. et al.; 

Inman- Poulsen iaseas Co. et al. vs. 


S. P. et al.: case 8118; lumber and 
lath (49 I.-C. C., 600-601). May 18, 
p. 1071. 


Indian Refining Co. vs. B. & O. S. W. 
et al.; case 9456; also four sub. num- 
bers and part of 4th sect. ap. 2060; 
petroleum and products (50 I. C. C., 
249-252). June 22, p. 1351. . 

Industrial Railways case, second; see 
Marting Iron & Steel Co.; p. 490. 

Industrial Railways case; see Virginia 
Portland Ry. Co.; p. 884. 

International Paper Co. vs. Boston & 
Maine et al.; case 9621; paper box 
board (49 IT. GC. C., 31-33). March 16, 
p. 565. 

International Paper Co. vs. B. & M. et 
al.; case 8639; wood pulp board (49 I. 
Cc. C., 99-100). April 20, p. 825. 

International Paper Co. vs. Boston & 
Marine et wr case 9896; paper box- 
ge + ag I. C..C., 341- 343). June 29, 


International Transportation Co. vs. N. 
Y. C.; case 9655 (49 I. C. C., 201-202). 
Defendant’s practice of permitting the 
Ford Motor Co. to use its freight plat- 
form at Cleveland, O., for consolidat- 
ing less-than- carload lots into carload 
shipments while denying equal facili-° 








ties to complainant, 


ot duly prejudicial. April 20, p. 839. 

nd International Paper Co. vs. D. & H. et 

el- al.; case 917; wrapping paper (50 I. C. 

1er C., 75-76). June 8, p. 1237. 

le Iola Cement Mills’ ‘Traffic Assn. et al. 

re- vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 9526; ce- 

re- oe a I. C. C., 609-610). May 235, 
a p. Zs. 

~ lron and Steel Fafrication; 1. and S. 
of ag (49 1. C. C., 248-249). April 13, p. 
4 769. 

- Iron Ore Kate cases; grouping of Mones- 

In sen and Donora (48 I. C. C., 650-656). 

n- Upon reargument on the question ot 


he the grouping of Monessen and Don- 


he ora; Held, that Monessen and Don- 
he ora may not justly be grouped either 
he with Johnstown or with Pittsburgh, 
f- but that, for the transportation of 


iron ore in carloads to these two fur- 


ne 2 > 
1g nace points from the lower Lake Erie 
“fe ports, a reasonable and just rate for 

the line-haul service will be such as 


g. does not exceed by more than 6 cents 
per long ton the rate contemporane- 
brs ously charged and assessed by the car- 
* riers to points in the Pittsburgn- 

Wheeling group. March 16, p. 562. 

it Joseph, Isaac, Iron Co. vs. C. & L. et 
al.: case 9638; scrap iron (49 I. C. C., 
111-112). March 39, p. 681. 

Joseph, Isaac, lron Co. vs. Morgan’s La. 

r & Tex. R. R. & S. S. Co. et al.; scrap 
iron rails; case 9769 (50 1. C. C., 107- 
108). June 15, p. 1301. 

eo Tank and Silo Co. vs. C. C. 

& St. L. et al.; case 8966; parts of 
th sect. ap. 1952; building tile (49 
I. C. C.. 709-712). May 25, p. 1122. 

Kansas Buff Brick & Mfg. Co. vs. Mo. 
P. et al; ease 9164; parts of 4th sect. 
aps. 4218, 4219, 4220, 699 (48 I. C. C., 
473-474). March 2, p. 427. 

Kansas Flour Mills Co. vs. Midland Val- 
ley et al.; case 8459; part of 4th sect. 
ap. 3530; ‘grain and ‘products 49 L «. 
C., 602-604). May 18, p. 1064. 

Kansas City Hay Dealers’ Assn. vs. C. 
G. W. et al; case 9542 (49 I. C. C., 
372-378). (1) When joint rates that 
are neither unreasonable nor unduly 
prejudicial are maintained over di- 
rect routes, adequate response is made 
to the reasonable*requirements of the 
public; and the carriers should not 
be required to perform wasteful trans- 
portation by maintaining the same 
rates over indirect and more circuit- 

: ous routes. (2) The defendants’ re- 

fusal to join each other in establish- 
ing, over longer distances through 

; Kansas City, the joint rates which 

| they ‘at present maintain over their 

shorter routes through St. Joseph and 
Omaha, on hay in carloads from prv- 
ducing territory in Colorado to the 
several rate groups lying between the 
Missouri River and the Indiana-lIlli- 
nois state line, is not shown to be 
unduly prejudicial to the Kansas City 
hay dealers, the original shippers, or 
j the’ ultimate consignees; nor are the 
present rates through Kansas City 
shown to be unreasonable. (3) The 
defendant carriers should neverthe- 
less be required to establish and 
maintain the lower joint rates through 
Kansas City where the shorter route 


oer Be BOOS. awe 


=e. 2S oe 


is through that gateway. May 4, p. 
G54. 
Kansts Cty Hay Dealers’ Assn. vs. 


m Rot & P. et al.; case 9543 (49 1. 
(|, C., 350-356). On hay, in carloads, 
from producing points on the Rock 
Islind south and west of Kansas City, 
to noncompetitive points in the sev- 
eral rate groups north and east of 
- Kansas City, lying between the Mis- 
souri River and the _ Indiana-Iinois 
state I'ne, the Rock Island and its con- 
nections will be expected to establish 
joint rates, appl cable via Kansas 
Citv. which shall not exceed the level 
of the rates contemporaneously main- 
ta'ned over other routes, including 
those in which. the Rock Island now 
participates as a delivering carrier. 
The higher combination rates, at pres- 
ent in force, are shown to be prima 
facie unreasonable. May 4, p. 956. 
Kansas C'ty Millers’ Club et al. vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 8354: also I. and 
S. 555 (50 I. C. C.. 170-186). 1. Find- 
ing in Western Rate Advance Case, 
25 I. C. C., 497, that carriers had jus- 
tified a minimum we'ght of 40,000 


pounds on grain products affirmed on |} 


rehearing. 2. The mainienance of a 
higher interstate minimum on flour in 
carloads hetween points in the states 





found to be un- 
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of Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Tex- 
as, Arkansas, Missouri and Iowa than 
the minima contemporaneously main- 
tained and applied to the intrastate 
transportation of flour in carloads 
within those states found unduly 
prejudicial to complainants and to in- 
terstate commerce and unduly prefer- 
ential of their competitors and of 
intrastate commerce. 3. Minimum of 
10,000 pounds on flour in carloads from 
the Missouri River and points in the 
state of Kansas to destinations in 
Mississippi Valley territory found un- 
duly prejudicial to complainants and 
unduly preferential of their competi- 
tors located at points in the state of 
Illinois, from which a minimum of 
30,000 pounds applies to the same des- 
tinations. 4. The 40,000-pound car- 
lvad minimum on flour from the Mis- 
souri River and points in the states of 
Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Iowa 
and Missouri to destinations in south- 
eastern and Carolina territories not 
found to be unduly prejudicial. June 


et al.; case 8315; bulk corn (48 I. C. 
C., 618-620). March 9, p. 527. 

Knight Woolen Mills vs. D. & R. G. 
et al.; case 8727; wool (48 I. C. C., 501- 
504). March 2, p. 425. 

Knoxville, Tenn., Traffic Bureau vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case 8427; part’ of 4th 
sect. aps. 1548, 1780 (49 I. C. C., 205- 
227). (1) Class and commodity rates 
on traffic moving all rail or rail and 
water from eastern territory to Knox- 
vélle, Tenn., not found to be unreason- 
able per se or unduly prejudicial to 
Knoxville in relation to rates on like 
trattic moving from the same terri- 
tory to Cincinnati, O., or Nashville, 
Tenn., but record held open pending 
the completion of other investigations 
of rates to southeastern points. (2) 
Record insufficient to justify an order 
requiring defendants to open an addi- 
tional all-rail route for traffic from 
the east to Knoxville. (3) Authority 
granted under the fourth = section 
to defendants to continue charg- 
ing on classes & commodities 
from Boston, New York, Philarel- 
phia and Baltimore to Knoxville rates 
which are lower than the rates con- 
temporaneously applicable on like 
traffic from Johnstown, Connelsville, 


Blairsville and Williamsburg, Pa., 
Piedmont and Clarksburg, W. Va., and 
Cumberland, Md., and other interme- 
ge points to Knoxville. May 4, p. 
958. 

Laird, R. C., vs. T. & N. et al.; case 
9255; live stock (48 I. C. C., 733-737). 
March 16, p. 572. 

Lalance & Grosjean Mfg. Co. vs. Long 


Island; case 9231; coal (50 I. C. C., 374- 
375). June 29, p. 1403. 

Lamb, J. I., Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et 
al.; ease 5250; strawberries (50 I. C. 
C., 238-239). June.22, p. 1350. 

Lambert, G. B., Co. vs. St. L. I. M. & 
S. et al.; case 9000; parts of 4th sect. 
ups. 4218, 4219, 4220; coal (49 I C. C.,, 
157-160). March 30, p. 682. 


Lamb-Fish Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. C. 
& Y. et al.; case 8673 (49 I. C. C., 
187-198). Upon complaint attacking 


as unreasonable, unjustly discrimina~ 
tory, and unduly prejudicial, in viola- 
t'on of sections 1, 2, 3 and 4 of the act 
to regulate commerce, the general ad- 
justment of rates, both class and com- 
modity, to Charleston, Miss., from 
Memphis, Tenn., Ohio River crossings, 
points in Central Freight Association, 
eastern trunk line and Virginia cities 
territories, and Gulf ports; and on 
coal from western Kentucky mines, 
Held: (1) Rates from Memphis _ to 
Charleston have not been shown to be 
unreasonable, unduly prejudicial or 
otherwise in violation of the act. (2) 
Class rates to Charleston from Ohio 
River crossings and stations in C. F. 
A. territory should not exceed rates 


15, p. 1295. 

Kaufman, David, & Sons Co. vs. C. of 
N. J. et al.; case 9556; roll scale (48 1. 
C. C., 465-466). March 2, p. 441. 

Kentucky Lumber Co., Inc., vs. St. L.-S. 
F. et al.; case 9722; lumber (50 I. C., 
C., 22-23). June 1, p. 1181. 

Kkey-James Brick Co. vs. C. of Ga.; 
case 9265; brick (49 I. C. C., 16-18). 
March 23, p. 617. 

Kindling Machinery Co. vs, C. & N. W.- 
et al.; rg! 8068; street washing ma- 
chines (50 L. C. c., 314-317). June 22, 
p. 1350. 

King, M., Elevator Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 


9 
from the same points to Philipp by 
more than the amounts by which rates 
contemporaneously maintained from 
Memphis to Charleston exceed those 
from Memphis to Philipp. (3) De- 
fendants have failed to justify the in- 
creased class rates to Charleston from 
eastern trunk line and Virginia cit- 
ies territories. (4) Class rates from 
New Orleans to Charleston found jus- 
tified. (5) Rate on coal from western 
Kentucky mines to Charleston not 
shown to be unreasonable, unduly 
prejudicial or otherwise in violation of 
the act. (6) Authority heretofore 


given the Yazoo & Mississippi Valley - 


Railroad to carry lower rates from 
Memphis and other points. north 
thereof to Jackson, Miss., than to in- 


termediate points withdrawn. March 
30, p. 677. 

Lang, Fred, vs. Mo. P. et al.; case 
9213; sawed stone (50 I. C. C., 377-378). 
June 29, p. 1403. 

Laona & Northern vs. C. & N. W.; case 
9600 (49 I. C. C., 75-77). (1) Com- 


plainant, a common carrier, entitled to 
through routes and joint rates with 
defendant. No basis of record for 
the establishment of joint rates in 
specific amounts. (2) The divisions 
which defendant may pay to com- 
plainant out of joint rates or allow- 
ances otherwise made on lumber and 
forest products should not exceed the 
maxima prescribed in The Tap Line 
Case, 31 I. C. C., 499. (3) Reparation 
denied, but parties authorized to effect 
such divisional adjustment covering 
interstate traffic jointly handled since 
January 1, 1910, subject to the limita- 
tions indicated as to lumber and for- 
est products. (4) Case held open for 
parties to agree upon the establish- 
ment of through routes and joint rates 
and the divisions thereof, subject, as 
to lumber and forest products, to the 
limitations prescribed in The Tap Line 
ease, supra. March 30, p. pe 

Larrowe Milling Co. vs. Clyde S. Co. 
et al.; case 9665; also sub. No. 1; 
dried beet pulp (49 I. C. C., 143-144). 
March 30, p. 682. 

Lexington Flouring Mills et al. vs. Mo. 
Pac. et al.; case 9194; grain elevation 
charge (49 I. C. C., 379-382). April 
27, p. 886. 

Lexington Flouring Mills vs. Mo. Pac. 
et al.; case 9303; flour (48 I. C. C., 
687-688). March 16, p. 564. 

Libby Lumber Co. vs. G. N.; case 8942 
(48 I. C. C., 5-7). Upon complaint 
attacking the relationship of the rates 
on lumber in carloads from Libby, 
Mont., and from Columbia Falls and 
other Montana points, and Bonners 
Ferry, Idaho, to points on defendant’s 
line in Montana as unduly prejudicial 
to Libby and unduly preferential of 
the other points named; Held: (1) 
That, except as between Libby and 
Bonners Ferry, the relationship com- 
plained of is not subject to our juris- 
diction. (2) That the relationship be- 
tween the rates from Libby and from 
Bonners Ferry does not unduly preju- 
dice Libby or unduly prefer Bonners 
Ferry. Camplaint dismissed. Jan- 
uary 26, p. 156. 

Lincoln. Commercial Club ys. C. & S. et 
al.; case 9354 (47 I. C. C., 557-565). 
Upon complaint that rates on bitu- 
minous coal, nut, pea and slack, in 
carloads, to stations on the Chicago, 
- Burlington & Quincy Railroad, in the 
state of Nebraska—Sweetwater to 
Angora, both inclusive—from mines 
in the state of Colorado are unrea- 
sonable; and that the failure of de- 
fendants to publish and maintain 
lower rates on nut, pea and slack 
coal to the same stations subjects 
complainants’ members to undue and 
unreasonable prejudice and. disadvan- 
tage and gives to other coal dealers 
located at other stations in the same 
general territory undue and unreason- 
able preference and advantage: Held, 
that the evidence shows the adjust- 
ment of rates complained of is, as 
regards nut coal, unduly prejudicial 
a meaning of the act. Feb. 

Pp 

Live Poultry and Dairy Shippers’ Traf- 
fic Assn. vs. . x & S. F. et al; 
case 8579 (49 I. C., 228-237). Third- 
class rates on Sine poultry, in car- 
loads, from points of origin in West- 
ern Trunk Line and _ trans-Missouri 
territories and in Oklahoma to desti- 
nations in those territories and east 






ares re ees 
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thereof found justified. Commodity 

rates from points Texas to the 

Same general destinations not shown 

to be unreasonable or unduly preju- 

a. “ee dismissed. April 
’ Dp. ba 


Live stock—fresh meat cases, eastern; 
I. and S. 1124; order in supplemental 
15 per cent case; p. 622. 

Live stock from Nashville, Tenn.; I. 
and S. 1041 (48 I. C. C., 277-282). (1) 
bg osed increased proportional rates 

ive stock, in carloads, from Nash- 
ville, Tenn., to the Ohio River cross- 
ings and to St. Louis, Mo., and East 
St. Louis, Ill, for beyond, found not 
justified. (2) Proposed cancellation 
of rates on hogs, in double-deck cars, 
from Nashville to the Ohio River 
crossings and to St. Louis, Mo., and 
East St. Louis, Ill., found not justi- 
fied. Suspended schedules ordered 
canceled without prejudice to the 
publication of rates which are sub- 
stantially in accord with those sug- 
gested herein. Feb. 16, p. re 


Lookout Paint Mfg. Co. vs. T. & G. 
et al.; case 9701; parts of ath sect. 
aps. 540, 1952, 542, - 1548, 458; 
pipe blacking (se. 3.26. -C., 40- 42). 
March 16, p. 572. 


La. R. R. Commission vs. A. H. T. 
al.; case 8418; also cases 3918, $290. 
L and 8. 710, I. and S. 729 (48 L. C. 
C., 312-376). Upon rehearing, Held: 
(1) That the order herein of July 7, 
1916, prescribing reasonable maximum 
class rates and rates on certain com- 
modities between Shreveport, La., 
and points in Texas should be modi- 
fied in the particulars stated. (2) 
That it is unnecessary in this pro- 
ceeding to prescribe commodity rates 
-between Shreveport and Texas points 
on stone (rough); cottonseed oil and 
tank bottoms; binder twine; baskets; 
chocolate raw materials; glassware 
(table); horse and mule shoes; wrap- 
ping paper; printing paper; tin arti- 
cles; wire and nails; door locks; tools, 
tiles and rasps in carloads. (3) That 
it would result in undue prejudice to 
Shreveport for defendants to apply 
between Shreveport and Texas points 
any higher class rates or higher rates 
on the following commodities, in car- 
loads, namely: Horses and mules; 
sand and gravel; common brick; fire 
brick; junk; machinery (gin and irri- 
gation); glass fruit jars and bottles; 
iron and steel articles; potatoes and 
turnips; fruits, melons and vege- 
tables; empty barrels and_ kegs; 
blackstrap molasses; cottonseed, cot- 
tonseed cake and meal; cottonseed 
hulls and bran, rice bran and rice 
hulls; unshelled peanuts; flour; wheat; 
corn; hay; agricultural implements 
(except hand implements); bagging 
and ties; cans, cases and pails (tin); 
dry goods; window glass; oil (refined 
petroleum); iron and steel pipe; on 
other. commodities taking the same 
rates; and on cottonseed piece goods, 
coarse, less than carloads; barrels, 
less than carloads; straight on mixed 
carloads of beverages and of bever- 
ages and mineral or spring water; 
than they contemporaneously apply to 
the transportation of like commodities 
for like distances between Texas, ex- 
cept as noted in the report. (4) That 
the portion of the order requiring the 
application of the current Western 
Classification to the transportation of 
property between points in Texas 
should be modified. March 9, p. 508. 

Lourie Mfg. Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 
8496 (49 I. C. C., 64-68). (1) Former 
finding that through routes should be 
maintained from Fetzer, Ill., over the 
lines of the Illinois Traction System 
and defendant steam roads to points 
on the New York Central R. R. in 
specified territory affirmed on rehear- 
ing. (2) Present combination rates 
from Fetzer to said points applicable 
hy way of the lines of the Illinois 
Traction System and defendant steam 
roads found to be unreasonable to the 
extent that they excced the rates 
contemporaneously in effect from 
Springfield, Ill., to the same points 
over the other lines. April 13, p. 776. 


l.. & N. case; in re financial relations, 
rates and practices of the L. & N., 
N. C. & St. L. and other carriers; 
case 6319; supplemental report of the 
Commission to Senate (49 I. C. C., 
320-323). April 27, p. 8865. 
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L. & N. R. R. coal and coke rates; IL. & 
S. 71 (50 I. C. C., 54-59). June 8, p.j 


1238. 

Louisville Point Lumber Co. vs. Mich. 
Cent. et al.; case 9603; lumber (48 
I. C. C., 699-700). March 16, p. 565. 

Lumber from Afkansas points; l. & S. 
1139 (50 I. C.-C., 118-120). June 22, 
p. 1350. 

Lumber from Va. points; I. and S. 1141 
bsg I. C. C., 361-362). April 27, p. 


Lumber from the southeast; I. & S. 1112 
(50 I. C. C., 191-197). “June 15, p. 1302. 
Lumber to me City, Ia.; I. and S. 
ts 9 (47 I. C. C., 540-541). Jan. 12, 


tonmens & Moore vs. C. R. R. of N. J.; 
case 9688; oil (48 I. C. C., 611-614). 
March 16, p. 564. 

Lyon Cypress Lumber Co. vs. Y. & M. 
V. et al.; case 9737; gum lumber (49 
I. C. C., 123-124). March 30, p. 681. 

Magnolia Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F, et al.; case 9466 (49 I. C. C., 739- 
744). Rates on lard substitutes, in 
carloads, from Houston, Tex., to des- 
tinations in Oklahoma in effect prior 
to July 1, 1917, found unreasonable in, 
and to the extent, that they exceeded 
the distance scale basis of rates found 
to be reasonable on packing-house 
products between points in Texas and 
points in Oklahoma in the Oklahoma 
Case, 22 I. C. C., 160. Reparation 
awarded. June 1, p. 1175.- 

Marting Iron and Steel Co.; second In- 
dustrial Railways case; in re allow- 
ances to short lines of railroad of 
railroad serving industries; case 4181; 
cancellation of rates in connection 
with small lines of carriers in Official 
Classification territory; I. and S. 414 
(48 I. C. C., 620-622). (1) Marting 
Iron and Steel Co., by the operation 
of its plant tracks, acts only in the 
capacity of a plant facility and not 
as a common carrier. (2) The trunk 
lines may not make any allowance for 
switching between points of inter- 
change and points of final placement 
within the plant of the steel com- 
pany. March 9, p 

Marsh & Truman Lumber Co. vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case ow en Sub. No. 1; 
oak lumber (49 I. , 605-608). May 
18, p. 1070. 

Maryland, State of, et al., vs. B. C. & 
A. et al.; case 9389; Birdsboro Stone 
Ca, . ¥8. P. R. R. et al.; case 9532 
(49 I. C. C., 681-691). Interstate rates 
on crushed stone in carloads from 
Birdsboro and Devault, Pa., and from 
Port Deposit, Md., to points on the 
eastern shore of Maryland, and rates 
on the same commodity from Birds- 
boro to points on defendants’ lines 
in the states of New York, New Jer- 
sey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia, shown 
to be unreasonable to the extent that 
they exceed the rates prescribed 
herein. Reparation denied. May 25, 


p. 1125. 

Mayfield & Graves Co. Com. Club et al. 
vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 9662; cotton 
(4 I. C. C.,. 419-420). -May -i1, - p.- 
1010. 

Mayfield & Graves Co. Commercial 
Club vs. A. & S. et al.; case 9660; 
parts of 4th sect. aps. 699, 700, 701, 
702, 2045 (49 I. C. C., 410-415). qd) 
Rates on the ‘irst five classes between 
Mayfield, Ky., and points in Arkansas, 
Oklahoma, Louisiana and Texas not 
found to be unreasonable. (2) <Au- 
thority to the Illinois Central R. R. 
Co. and its connections to continue 
rates on classes and commodities 
from Paducah, Ky., to points in 
southwestern tariff committee terri- 
tory which are lower than the corre- 
sponding class and commodity rates 
from Mayfield and other intermediate 
points; and also to continue class and 
commodity rates from points in south- 
western tariff committee territory to 
Paducah, which are lower than the 
corresponding rates to Mayfield and 
other intermediate points, denied. 
May 11, p. 1008. 

Mayfield & Graves Co. Com. Club et al. 
vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 9663; part of 
4th sect. ap. 2045; tobacco (49 I. C. 
C., 521-524). May 11, p. 994. 

Mayfield and Graves County Commer- 
cial Club vs. B. & O. et al.; case 9244 
(48 I. C. C., 45-58). (1) Class rates 
from Trunk Line territory to May- 
field, Ky., found not unreasonable, but 
to be unduly preferential to Paducah 








and unduly prejudicial to Mayfield in 
so far as they fail to conform to the 
relationship herein prescribed. (2) 
Rates from Mayfield, Ky., to Trunk 
Line territory on unmanufactured to- 
bacco in hogsheads, any quantity, not 
found to be unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory or unduly prejudicial. 
Complaint dismissed. Feb. 2, p. 214. 
Mayo Milling Co., Inc., vs. C. O. et al.; 
case 9537; salvaged oats (49 ESS. 
25-26). March 30, p. 682. 
McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. G. N.; case 
7939; also Sub. No. 1, Gould vs. same; 
corn (47 I. C. C., 581-582. Jan. 12, 


p. 53. 

McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 6936; same vs. C. S. P. M. & 
O. et al.; case 6936, Sub. No. 1; corn 
e I. C.. C., 507-509). March 2, p. 

McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 9503; wheat (49 I. C. C., 
369-371). April 37, p. 886. 

McCormick, C. R., & Co. vs. S. P. et 
al.; case 7091; lumber (49 I. C. C., 
324-326). May 4, p. 958. 

McDonald Bros. vs. Morgan’s La. & 
Tex. R. -R. & S. S. Co. et al.; case 
9218; relaying steel rails (49 I. C. C., 
133-134). March 30, p. 681. 

MecNeel Marble Co. vs. A. & R. et al.; 
vase 9637; marble monument bases 
po, I. C. C., 125-127). March 30, p. 

Meeds Lumber Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 9225; lumber (49 I. C. C., 87-90). 
March 30, p. 680. 

Meeker, H. E., vs. P. R. R. Co.; case 
8759; coal (49 I. C. C., 673-677). May 
18, p. 1071. 

Memphis Freight Bureau et al. vs. St. 
L. & S. F. et al.; case 9168 (50 I. C. 
C., 345-349). The complainants, act- 
ing in the capacity of agents for un- 
disclosed principals, are not, as such, 
entitled to an award of reparation. 
Defendant authorized, however, to 
pay reparation subject to the condi- 
tions stated in the report. June 22, 
p. 1347. 

Merchants’ Basket & Box Co. vs. St. 
L. S. W. et al.; case 9594; baskets 
(49 I. C. C., 615-616). May 18, p. 1063. 

Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little 
Rock, Ark., vs. Mo. P.; case 9912; 
ge ty (50 I. C. C., 247-248). June 22, 
p. 

Merrell-Soule Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 9618 (49 I. C. C., 733-736). @) 
Official Classification ratings of third 
and fourth class for less-than-carload 
and carload shipments of powdered 
milk in boxes or barrels, in bulk, not 
shown to be unreasonable or unduly 
preferential. (2) No warrant shown 
upon the record for an order requir- 
ing carriers in Official Classification 
territory to publish their class rat- 
ings on liquid evaporated and con- 
densed milk in barrels, in bulk, in the 
Official Classification itself instead of 
in exceptions to the classification. 
June 15, p. 1288 

Metzger, Emanuel, vs. N. Y. °C. St. L. 
et al.; case 9060; naphthalin (50 I. 
C. C., 286-288). June 22, p. 1349. 

Meyer, Frederick, vs. Wabash et al.; 
case 8619; ice cream wagons (49 I. C. 
cc, 169-171). March 30, p. 683. 

Mich. Ry. Co. vs. Mich. Cent.; case 
9868; through tickets and baggage 
checking (49 I. C. C., 255-258). April 
13, p. 769. 

Mills, R. C., & Co. vs. St. L.-S. F.; 
case 9453; apples (50 I. C. C., 260- 
261). June 22, p. 1350. 

Minneapolis Traffic Assn. et al. vs. -C. 
B. & Q. et al.; case 9450 (49 I. C. C., 
308-315). Defendants’ rule providing 
free time for inspection and disposi- 
tion of grain received at Minneapolis 
on consignment not found to be un- 
reasonable or unduly prejudicial. 
April 20. p. 826. 

Minneapolis Traffic Assn. vs. C. G. W. 
et al.; see switching absorptions; p. 


97. 

Mitchell (S. Dak.) Commercial Club et 
al. vs. A. & W. et al.; case 8712; 
class and live poultry (48 Y & 2 
40-44). Feb. 2, p. 209. 

Monarch Paint Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 8408; also Sub. No. 1, same 
vs. C. St. P. M. & O. et al.; refined 
mag sg Z. Cc. C., 367-369). April 27, 


p. 5. 
Montano, John, et al. vs. P. C. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 9659 (48 I. C. C., 
728-730). On complaint to enforce 
construction of physical connection 
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between tracks of P. C. C. & St. L. 
and Dayton & Union; Held, nat the 
Commission is without authority to 
grant the relief sought. March 16, p. 
561. 

Moore, L. E., Stave Co. vs. S. A. ie et 
al.; case 9559; staves (50 I. Cc. » 229- 
230). June 22, p. 1851. 

Morasa Construction Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al; case 9291; structural iron 
ane steel (49 I. C. Cc. 534-537). May 

1, p. 1010. 

coaiiebehatans and Kingwood divisions; 
case 5860 (49 I. C. C., 540-558). Upon 
further examination of all the provi- 
sions of the Act to regulate com- 
merce, as amended, Held, That the 
Commission upon a complaint by one 
carrier against another may lawfully 
determine the division or compensa- 
tion that each is entitled to receive 
out of their voluntarily established 
joint- rates in effect over a through 
route operated by the two carriers. 
Conclusions announced in the original 
report herein, 40 I. C. C., 509, re- 
versed. May 18, p. 1065. 

Morris & Co. vs. M. K. & T. et al.; 
case 9357; cottonseed soap stock (49 
I. C. C., 101-102). March 30, p. 682. 

Morris & Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; 
case 9768; peanut oil (49 I. C. C., 617- 
618). May 18, p. 1063. 

Mosby, H. W., vs. Y. & M. V. et al; 
case 9454; parts of 4th sec. aps. 458, 
2043, 2045; cypress ae (48 I. C. 
C., 499-501). March 2, p. 425 


_ Mt. Pleasant Fertilizer Co. vs. L. & N. 


et al.; case 7146; also cases 7831 (sub. 
No. 1) and 7750, and parts of 4th 
sect. aps. 458, 542, 1952; fertilizer (50 
I. C. Cy, 253-258). June 22, p. 1349. 

Napanee pamaner and Manufacturing 
Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; part of fourth 
-sec. ap. 1605; case 8135 and Subs. 
Nos. 1 and 2 (48 I. C. C., 13-16). (1) 
Rate applicable on silo "material, in 
carloads, from Napanee, Ind., to La 
Grange, Ky., not shown to have been 
or to be unreasonable. (2) Rate ap- 
plicable on silo material in less than 
carloads from Napanee to Arnold, 
Ky., found to have been unreason- 
able. Reparation awarded. (3) Rate 
on silo material, in carloads, from 
Napanee to Lancaster, Ky., not shown 
to have been or to be unreasonable. 
(4) Charges on silo material in less 
than carloads, from Napanee to Tay- 
lorsville, Ky., found unreasonable. 
Reparation awarded. Feb. 16, p. 327. 

Nashville Hardwood Flooring Co. vs. ¢. 
B. & O. et al.; case 8303; binder or 
canvas we (50 I. C. C., 367-369). 
June 29, p. 1403. 

Natchez Chamber of Commerce ys. Y. 
& M. V.; case 8857 (49 I. C. C., 700- 
706). Class rates for interstate trans. 
portation from Natchez, Miss., to cer- 
tain points on defendant’s line in 
Louisiana and to Woodville, Miss., 
not shown to be unreasonable, but 
class rates from Natchez held to sub- 
ject complainaiut to undue prejudice 
in so far as they exceed the class 
rates from New Orleans to the points 
involved by more than is indicated 
in the report. May 25, p. 1116. 

National Assn. of Macaroni and Noodle 
Mfrs. of America vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case’ 9318 (50 I. C. C., 289-293). Rates 
on macaroni products, in carloads and 
less-than-carloads, between points in 
Official, Western and Southern Clas- 
sification territories, not shown to 
have been or to be unreasonable or 
unduly prejudicial. Complaint dis- 
missed. June 29, p: 1430. 

Natl. Assn. of Waste Material Dealers 
vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 9254; mixed 
strings (49 I. C. C., 383-384). April 
27, p. 886. 

Natchez Chamber of Commerce vs. Y. 
& M. V. et al.; case 8866; also 4th 
sect. aps. (49 I. C. C., 631-634). (1) 
Natchez, Miss., filed a complaint 
against the rates on class and com- 
modity traffic, moving all rail and 
ocean and rail via south Atlantic 
ports and via New Orleans, La., from 
north Atlantic seaboard cities and 
points taking samc rates to Natchez, 
“as compared with the rates to Mem- 
phis, Tenn., and New Orleans. It 
appearing that complainant has no 
interest in the all-rail rates and the 
ocean-and-rail rates via south Atlan- 
tic ports, and no complaint against 
the level of the rates per se via any 
route, and that since the complaint 
was filed the adjustment of the ocean- 








and-rail rates to Natchez and the all- 
water rates to New Orleans has been 
changed to the satisfaction of com- 
plainant, the complaint is dismissed 
without prejudice. (2) Portions of 
fourth section applications denied. 
May 25, p. 1115. 

National Confectioners’ Assn. - al. vs. 
A. & R. et al.; case 8764 (49 I. C, GC, 
506-579). Less-than-carload ‘ratings 
on shipments of candy and confec- 
tionery; stick licorice and _ licorice 
confection, chocolate, chocolate coat- 
ing, candy cough drops or tablets, 
medicated and chewing gum, not 
found ‘o have been unreasonable, un- 
justly discriminatory, or unduly 
prejvdicial. Complaint dismissed. 
May 18, p. 1059 

National League of Commission Mer- 
chants of U. S. vs. P. R. R.; case 
9210; also four Sub. Nos.; drayage 
charges (49 I. C. C., 85-87). March 
30, p. 681. 

National Luumber Co. vs. A. F. & S. et 
al.; case 9817; lumber (50 I. C. C., 
133-134). June 15, p. 1300. 

National Live Stock Exchange vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al,; case 9169; Cudahy Bros. 
ae C.-M. <W: case 9169, 
Sub. 1; hogs—transit (AT [. C. C., 380- 
402). ‘Jan. 12, p. 51. 

National Wholesale . Lumber Dealers’ 
Assn. et al. vs. Southern et al.; case 
9221; lumber (48 I. C. C., 679-680). 
March 16, p. 565. 

National Wool Growers’ Assn. vs. Bull- 
frog-Goldfield et al.; case 9607 (48 I. 
C. C., 587-595). Upon a complaint 
which alleged violation by the de- 
fendants of Sections 1 and 3 in that 
the rates maintained by them on cot- 
tonseed cake and cottonseed meal 
from points in the Imperial Valley, 
Cal., to points in Nevada, Utah, Colo- 
rado, Wyoming, Montana, Idaho, Ore- 
gon and California, when the traffic 
moves through other states, exceed 
a certain scale; Held: (1) That no 
undue prejudice or disadvantage has 
been shown: (2) That the present 
rates, in some instances, are unrea- 
sonable. (3) And that a _ readjust- 
ment of these rates is necessary. 
rere gd rates established. March 
» p. . 

National Wool Growers’ Assn. vs. N. P. 
et al.; case 9611; wool bale density 
pS I. C. C., 117-118). March 30, p. 

Nebraska-Colorado grain; I. and S. 1123; 
15th sect. ap. 497 (50 I. C. C., 79-80). 
June 15, p. 1301. 


Neola Elevator Co. vs Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 9740; wheat (49 I. C. C., 629- 
630). May .25, p. 1122. 


New England Dry Goods; I. and S. 
1091 (49 I. C. C., 147-156). (1) Pro- 
posed increased commodity rates on 
cotton and woolen piece goods, in any 
quantity, from points in the New 
England states to New York and 
Brooklyn found to have been justified. 
(2) Proposed cancellation of any- 
quantity commodity rates on wholly 
and partially finished textiles from 
and to the same points found not to 
have been justified. So long as re- 
spondents contmue to maintain com- 
modity rates on piece goods in any 
quantity with milling points grouped 
they should not deny a similar com- 
modity rate basis to manufacturers 
of wholly or partly finished textiles. 
March 23, p. 617. 

New England, proposed increases in; 
case 9953 (49 I. C. C., 421-487). Upon 
consideration of certain fifteen section 
applications filed by New England 
railroads for permission to increase 
their class freight rates and passen- 
ger fares, Held: (1) That tariffs ap- 
plicable to interstate traffic may be 
filed as follows: (a) Establishing 
class freight rates to the extent indi- 
cated in the report; (b) establishing 
local and joint one-way passenger 
fares based on a rate of 2% cents per 
mile on the New England lines, or 
portions thereof, where the one-way 
fares are now on a lower basis; (c) 
providing for the sale of mileage 
tickets at the same rate per mile as 
one-way tickets; or in the carriers’ 
discretion, on a basis of one-tenth 
of a cent or one-eighth of a-cent per 
mile below the regular one-way fares; 
(d) providing for the withdrawal 
from sale of open and unlimited trip 
tickets; (e) providing for the sale 
and use of 25-trip family tickets lim- 


ited to three months from date of 
sale, on basis of 2% cents per mile, 
in instances where the continuance 
or establishment of such tickets is 
proposed in the perding applications; 
(f) establishing party fares on a 
basis of 2% cents per mile; (g) pro- 
viding for increased zone fares on the 
Providence, Warren & Bristol: branch 
of the New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad as proposed, sub- 
ject to further consideration as indi- 
cated in the report. (2) Proposed in- 
creased class freight rates by the 
Bangor & Aroostook R. R. and the 
Canadian Pacific Ry. found not to 
have been justified. May 4, p. 939. 

New Era Milling Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. et 
al.; case 9135; grain (§0 I. C. C., 207- 
210). June2 15, p. 1301 

Newman, J. J., f eo Co. vs. G. & 
S. I.; case 9204; export lumber (49 
I. C. C., 340-342). May 4, p. 958. 

New Orleans Cotton Exchange vs. L. & 
N.; case 6969; also other cases (49 I. 
C. C., 271-290). Respecting modifica- 
tions in our report and ‘order of Oct. 
1, 1917, sought by the carriers re- 
specting rates on cotton to Ohio and 
Mississippi river crossings, south At- 
lantic ports, eastern and Virginia 
cities; Held: (1) That the report 
and order should be modified as to 
rates on indirect lines from points in- 
termediate to interior competitive 
points. (2) That the report and or- 
der should be so modified as to per- 
mit changes in rates to eastern cities 
corresponding to changes which may 
be made in water rates from south 
Atlantic ports to said eastern cities. 
(3) That the list of so-called short 
roads should be extended to include 
all of the roads named in Fourth 
Section Order No. 7026. (4) That 
specific relief should be afforded as 
to rates from certain described points 
along the Tennessee river and other 
navigable streams. (5) That specific 
relief should be afforded in certain 
instances described in the report as 
to rates om interior junction points. 
April 20, p. 832. 

Newport News Shipbuilding and Drs 
Dock Co: vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
9310 (49 I. C. C., 622-628). The rate 
on iron and steel articles, in carloads, 
from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Newport 
News, Va., not found to be unreason- 
able. This rate, however, subjects 
complainant to undue prejudice and 
disadvantage as compared with cer- 
tain lower rates on the same articles 
to New York, N. Y., and Baltimore, 
Md. No reparation allowed. May 18, 


p. 1057. 

New York Harbor Case; committee on 
ways and means to prosecute the 
case of alleged railroad rate and 
service discrimination at the Port of 
N. Y. et al. vs. B. & O. et al; case 

ng I. C. C., 643-749) Jan. 26, 


Noble. W. K., vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
9837; yellow pine heading (50 I. C. C., 
245-246). June 22, p. 1351. 

N. C. & St. L. boats and barges; case 
10130 (49 I. C. C., 737-738). June 1, 
p. 1181. : 

N. me & N. J. Produce Co., Inc., vs. 

N. Y. N. H. & H.; 7} 9652; also 
Sub. No. 1; potatoes (49 I. C. C., °93- 
95). March 23, p. 617. 

Northern Potato Traffic Assn. vs. B. & 

. et al.; case 9097; potatoes (48 TI. 
C. C., 303-306). March 2, p. 426. 

Northwestern Traffic and Service Bu- 
reau, Inc., vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case 9553 (47 I. C. C., 549-556). (1) 
Tolerance is the allowable margin of 
error between the origin and desti- 
nation of scale readings, arising from 
differences in scales or errors in 
weighings or from the absorption or 
evaporation of moisture by the ship- 
ment in transit, which must be ex- 
ceeded as a condition precedent to 
the correction of the billed weight 
and the reweighing of the shipment 
free. (2) The question here involved 
is whether the increased total toler- 
ance has been justified, even though 
the increase was effected by provid- 
ing separately for a moisture toler- 
ance as an addition to the previous 
scale tolerance; Held, That the in- 
crease of March 1, 1917, in the toler- 
ogee = coal is not justified. Jan. 


oni Bue’ Stone Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 9053; also Sub. No. 1; cut stone 
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(48 I. C. C., 69-74). 

Ohio Salt Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
8979; salt (48 I. C. C., 423-424). 
March 9, p. 492. 

Oklahoma-Texas Commodities; I. and 
S. 1055 (48 I. C. C., 266-268). Pro- 
posed increases on crushed limestone, 
in carloads, from Ada, Okla., and on 
potatoes, in carloads, from certain 
points in Oklahoma to certain points 
in Texas, found not justified. Feb. 
16, p. 326. 

Omaha Cooperage Co. vs. Mo. P. et al.; 
case 9568; oak headings and staves 
(49 I. C. C., 403-404). May 11, p. 
1010. 

Omaha Grain Exchange vs. G. N. et 
al.; case 9340; grain (47 I. C. C., 532- 
539). Jan.: 12, p, 53. 

Orange Rice Mills Co. vs. T. & N. O. 
et al.; case 8947; also cases 9008 and 
9184; molasses (49 I. C. C., 3-6). 
March 16, p. 566. 

Orange Rice Mills Co. vs. T. & N. O. 
et al.; case 9153; molasses (48 I. C. 
C., 673-674). March 16, p. 565. 

Orange Rice Mills Co. vs. T. & N. O. 
et al.; case 9765; clean rice (49 I. C. 
C., 250-254). April 13, p. 769. 

Oriental TextiJe Mills vs. A. & V. et 
al.; case 9236; also case 9398 and 
fourth sec. aps. (48 I. C. C., 31-39). 
(1) Joint rates applicable on press 
cloth in carloads from Houston 
Heights, Tex., to destinations in the 
Mississippi valley found unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceed the 
aggregates of the intermediate rates; 
other rates on press cloth from Hous- 
ton Heights to the southeast not 
found unreasonable or unduly preju- 
dicial. (2) Rates on press cloth from 
Houston Heights, Tex., to destina- 
tioas in Central Freight Association 
and Western Trunk Line territories 
not found unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial (3) Rating of press cloth 
in Official, Westerr and Southern 
classifications at first class, anv 
quantity, not found unreasonable or 
unduly prejudicial. Complainant’s re- 
quest for carload rating on press 
cloth not justified. (4) Fourth sec- 
tion relief denied to carriers main- 
taining carload rates on press cloth 
from Houston and Houston Heights, 
Tex., to Memphis, Tenn, New Or- 
leans, La., and Vicksburg, Miss., and 
commodity rates on press cloth, any 
quantity, from Houston Heights, Tex., 
to certain destinations in Central 
Freight Association and Western 
Trunk Line territories. (5) Applica- 
tion of Louisville, Henderson &. St. 
Louis Ry. Co. for relief from provi- 
sions of the fourth section granted. 
Feb. 2, p. 209 

Otis Elevator Co. vs. N. Y¥. ©. et al; 
case 8960; elevator guides (48° I. C. 
C., 487-489). March 2, p. 425. 

Ottawa Coal & Supply Co. vs. D. T. 

I et al.; case 9697 (50 I. C. C., 87- 30), 
(1) Rates on coal, in carloads, from 
certain points in Kentucky to com- 
plainant’s yards. at Ottawa, Ohio, 
found to have been unreasonable. 
Reparation awarded. (2) Increase in 
Detroit, Toledo & Ironton R. R. Co.’s 
charge for switching coal, in carloads, 
originating at points in Kentucky, 
destined to complainant's yard at Ot- 
tawa, found not justified and reason- 
able maximum charge _ prescribed. 
June 8, p. 1237. 

Pacific Coast Biscuit Co. vs. S. P.; case 
9562: tin cracker boxes (49 I. C. C., | 
115-116). April 6, p. 729. 

Parsons, A. C., vs. C. B. & Q.; case 
£180; poultry caretakers (49 I. C. C., 
96-99). April 13, p. 769. 

Pearce, C. C., & Co. vs. N. & W. et 
al.; case 9235; also Sub. No. 1, E. M. 
DuPre Co. vs. same, and parts of 
fourth sec. aps. 703, 1548, 1561, 1573; 
fruits and vegetables (49 I. Cc. C., 
395-398). May 4, p. 958. 

Penrod, Jurden & McCowen vs. M. & 
O.; case 9201; parts of fourth sec. 
ap. 2138; walnut logs (48 I. C. ¢€., 
496-498). March 9, p. 491. 

Petroleum, C. F. A.; I. and 8S. 1134; 
order in supplemental 15 aps. case; 
p. 622. 

Petroleum from Oklahoma points; I. 
and S. 1146 (48 I. C. C., 737-738). 
March 30, p. 681. 

Pierpont Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. 

Southern; case 9134 (50 I. C. C., 81-84). 

Rates on logs, in carloads, from sta- 

tions on defendant's line in South 

Carolina, south of Columbia, S. C., to 








Feb. 16, p. 321. | 


Savannah, Ga., found not justified. 
Reasonable maximum rates prescribed 
for the future and reparation award- 
ed. June 15, p. 1289. 


ee & Harrison Co. vs. F. W. &! 


. G. et al.; case 9121; oats (48 I. 
Cc. C.. 671-672). March 16, p. 564. 
Port Huron & Duluth S. S. Co. vs. P. 
R. R. Co. et al.; case 7818; also I. & S. 
709 and case 6512 (50 I. C. C., 157-167). 
Divisions prescribed of joint rates be- 
tween New York, N. Y., and Duluth, 
Minn., and points west thereof ap- 
plicable via routes composed of east- 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JANUARY- JUNE, 1918 


ern trunk lines, Grand Trunk Railway 


Co. of Canada, Northwestern Steam- 
ship Co. and rail lines west of Du- 
luth. June 15, p. 1291. 

Pollak Steel Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
ease 9380 (49 I. C. C., 238-247). On 
complaint that class rates for the 
transportation of domestic shipments 
of billets, iron and steel articles tak- 
ing billet rates, and iron and steel 
articles rated fourth, fifth and sixth 
class in official classification, carloads 
and less than carloads, from Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, and Chicago, Ill., to Bos- 
ton, Mass., New York, N. Y., Phila- 
delphia, Pa., Baltimore, Md., and 
points taking the same rates, are un- 
reasonable and unduly prejudicial to 
the undue preference of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., from which point commodity 
rates for the transportation of the 
above commodities lower than class 
rates applicable thereto are main- 
tained to the above destinations, 
Held, That Cincinnati, 


' 
| 


Chicago, | 


Portsmouth and Ironton, Ohio, and | 


Ashland, Ky., are subjected to undue 
prejudice, which is required to be re- 
moved. April 13, p. 4. 

Potilach Lumber Co. vs. W. I. & M. et 
al.; case 8858: lumber (50 I. C. C., 277- 
279). June 29, p. 1402. 

Potatoes from Kansas points; I 
1147 (49 I. C. C., 525-527). May 


p. 1063 


Prentice, F. W., & Co. .va. N. Y¥. C.3;} 
' ease 4916; screens (48 [. C. C., 405- | 


406). March 9, p. 492. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. A. G. S. et 
al.; case 9713; peanut = i BS oD 
701-702). March 16, p. 564. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. Boston &| 
Albany et al.; case 9409; cocoanut oil 
(50 I. C. C., 131-132). June 15, p. 
1300. 

Producers’ Sales Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. 
& H. et al.; case 7945; — (48 | 
I. C. C., 438-440). March 9 491. 


Purity Ice Cream Co. et al. — A. rT. | 


S. F. et al.; case 9214; parts of 
fourth sec. aps. 799, 2471, 2659, 3010, 
3739, 4218, 4219, 4220; 
I. C. C., 684-686). March 16, p. 567. 

Randolph Fruit Co. vs. S. P. et al.; 
case 8719; oranges and lemons (49 1. 
Cc. C., 707-708). May 25, p. 1123. 

Rankin, M. G., & Co. vs. C. R. IL. & P. 


et al.; case 8944; cottonseed meal 
(48 I. C. C., 421-422). March 9, p. 
491. 


Rapier Sugar Feed Co. vs. Ill. Cent.; 
case 9612; blackstrap molasses (49 I. 
Cc. C., 34). March 16, p. 565. 


Reconsignment Case; I. and S. 1050 (47 
I. Cc. C., 590-642). Upon considera- 
tion of increased charges and changes 
in regulations affecting the diversion or 
reconsignment of carload shipments, 
proposed by practically all of the car- 
riers of the country; Held: (1) Pro- 
posed charges of $2 and $5 per car 
for change in name of consignor jus- 


tified to the extent that they do not) 
(2) Rule provia- | 
ing that if request is made for the} 


exceed $1 per car. 


diversion or reconsignment of freight 
in carloads the carrier will make 
diligent effort to locate the shipment 
and effect the desired service, but 
will not be responsible for failure to 
do so unless such failure is due to 
negligence of its employes, justified 
as a continuation of the rule now in 
effect. (3) Proposed charge of $2 per 
ear for diversion or reconsignment in 
transit prior to arrival of shipment 
at original destination or terminal 
yard serving that destination justi- 
fied. (4) Proposed charge of $2 per 
ear for diversion or reconsignment 
when order for that service is placed 
at billed destination in time to per- 
mit instructions to be given to yard 
employes prior to the arrival of the 
ear justified. (5) Proposed charge of 
$2 per car for stopping car prior to 
arrival at billed destination to be 


ee 4 
y 18, | 


rock salt (48 | 
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held for orders justified. (6) Pro- 
posed charge of $5 per car for diver- 
sion or reconsignment at. original 
destination to a point outside the 
switching limits, on orders received 
by the carrier after arrival, or tco 
late to permit instructions to be given 
to yard employes before arrival, jus- 
tified; but held that the same charge 
proposed for reforwarding to a simi- 
lar point cars which have been placed 
for unloading but have not been un- 
loaded has been justified only in so 
far as such charge will be lawful un- 
der. the fourth section when consid- 
ered in connection with the charges 
approved in Rule 7. (7) Proposed 
charge of local tariff rates for refor- 
warding to a point within the switch- 
ing limits cars which have been placed 
for unloading but have not been un- 
loaded found justified. (8) Proposed 
rule found justified providing that— 
(a) A single change in the name of 
the consignee at first destination, and 
(or) a single change in the designa- 
tion of his place of delivery at first 
destination, will be allowed without 
charge if order is received in time to 
permit instructions to be given to 
yard employes prior to arrival of car 
at first destination or at the terminal 
yard serving such destination. (hb) 
If such orders are received in time 
to permit instructions to be given to 
yard employes within 24 hours afte: 
arrival of car at terminal yard a 
charge of $2 per car will be made. 
(c) If such orders are received sub- 
sequent to 24 hours after arrival of 
car at terminal yard a charge of $5 
per car will be made. (9) Proposed 
application of charges for reconsign- 
ment regardless of the method of 
freight rate construction justified. 
(10) Proposed regulation prohibiting 
reconsignment to an embargoed point 
justified in part.- With respect to 
certain provisions not included in the 
general rules; Held: Increased charges 
for diversion and reconsignment pro- 
posed by certain New England car- 
riers not justified. Charges proposed 
by some respondents for transferring 
the contents of certain reconsigned 
cars not justified. Charges proposed 
for diversion or _ reconsignment of 
grain and certain other commodities 
at Pittsburgh, Pa., and other points 
not found to be unreasonable in so 
far as they do not exceed the charges 
proposed in the general rules herein 
approved, but not approved because 
unjust discrimination would result 
— their application. Jan. 19, p. 


Republic Creosoting Co. vs. N. O. G. 
N. et al.; case 8681; lumber (50 IL. <. 
C., 201-202.) June 22, p. 1350. 


Rice from Tex. and La. (No. 2); LI. 
and S. 837 (49 I. C. C., 172-175). 
Local rate of 18 cents per 100 pounds 
on clean rice, in carloads, from mill- 
ing points in Arkansas to Memphis, 
Tenn., found on rehearing to be un- 
reasonable to the extent that it ‘ex- 
ceeds 15 cents per 100 pounds. April 
6, p. 729. 

Richmond Oil Co., Inc., vs. A. C. L. et 
al.; case 9281; parts of 4th sect. aps. 
703, 1561, 1563, 1573, 1625, 1780, 1781, 
1911, 4966; petroleum and products (50 
I. C. C., 213-216). June 22, p:; 1350 

Richwood Lumber Co. et al. vs. St. L. 
& S. F. et al.; case 9282; sand (48 
Co. SC. 485- ~486). March 9, p. 491. 

Rieck, E. E., Co. vs. B. & O.; case 
9522; bottled milk, iced, in cases (50 
I. C. C.. 298-300). June 22, p. 1350. 

Rock, crushed, from Pixley’s, Mo.; I. 
and S. 1075 (48 I. C. C., 577-581). 
March 2, p. 425. 

Rockford Paper Box Board Co. vs. C. 
M. & St. P. et al.; case 9531; rock 
board (49 I. C. C., 586-588). May 18, 
p. 1064. 

Romann & Bush Pig Iron and Coke Co. 
vs. C. & O. et al.; case 9606; coal 
pi I. C. C., 338-339). April 27, p. 

Roofing paper; see Bastbound trans- 
continental roofing paper; p. 209. 

Roth-Blum Packing Co. et al. vs. S. P. 
et al.; case 8615; parts of fourth sec. 
aps. 1228, 1351, 1386, 1411, 1415; live 
stock (48 I. ¢. C., 470-472). March 
2, p. 441. 

Roylance, W. M., Co. vs. D. & R. G. 
et al.; case 9156; te (48 I. C. 
ce 499- 432). March p. 425. 
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hoyster, F. S., Guano Co. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case "1573 (50 I. C. C., 34-46). 
(1) Reasonable distance rates and car- 
load minimum prescribed as maxima 
for transportation of commercial fer- 
tilizer from Norfolk, Va., to points in 
North Carolina on defendant’s lines. 
(2) In maintaining and applying to 
carload shipments of commercial fer- 
tilizer from Norfolk to points on their 
lines in North Carolina higher rates 
than to similar shipments for like dis- 
tances between points in North Caro- 
lina, defendants are subjecting the city 
of Norfolk, manufacturers of com- 
mercial fertilizer at that point, and 
shippers thereof from that city into 
North Carolina to undue and unrea- 
sonable prejudice and disadvantage, 
and giving to localities in North Caro- 
lina where commercial fertilizer is 
manfactured, the manufacturers at 
such points, and shippers thereof, be- 


tween points in that state, an undue ‘ 


and unreasonable preference and ad- 
vantage in violation of section 3 of 
the act to regulate commerce. June 
8, p. 1233. 

Rub-No-More Co. vs. & O. et al.; 
case 9077; tallow, etc. Bus I. C. C., 8- 
10). March 16, p. 566. 

Sand Point Lumber & Pole Co. vs. N. 
P. et al.; case 8910; cedar poles (48 
I. C. C., 418-420). March 2, p. 425. 

Sealvini, Andrea, trustee, vs. N. C. & 
St. L. et al.; case 9657; tobacco (49 
I. C. C., 119-120). March 30, p. 681. 

Schaefer, Charles,, & Son vs. Long 
Island; case 9530 (49 I. C. C., 580-583). 
Demurrage and track-storage rules ap- 
plicable at Bushwick, Brooklyn, N. 
Y., for the detention of cars subject to 
the average demurrage agreement 


found to have been properly applied. 


and not shown to have been or to be 
unreasonable. Complaint dismissed. 
May 18, p. 1073. 

Schlesinger, H. L., vs. C. of G. et al.; 
case 8903; glucose paste (48 I. C. C., 
413-414). March 2, p. 442. 

Scrap paper from Boston; I. and S. 
nig in I. C. C., 128-150). March 30, 


Pp. 3 

Sealy Mattress Co. vs. Sugar Land, 
ete.; case 9440; mattresses (48 I. C 
C., 447-448). March 2, p. 441. 

Sealy Mattress Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 9518; cotton mattresses. 
(49 I. c. C., 405- 407). May 18, p. 1064. 

Shaefer, Chas. .. & Son vs. Long Island; 
case 9370; hay (48 I. C. C., 25-30). 
Feb. 9, p. 275. 

Sharpless, P. E., Co. vs. P. B. & W. 
et al.; case 8986; also case 9416; 
evaporated and condensed milk (48 
I. C. C., 425-426). March 9, p. 492. 

Shreveport cases; see Louisiana Com- 
—- vs. A. H. T. et al, etc.; p. 


Shreveport-Texas cattle, lignite, wood 
and tanbark; I. and S. 958 (48 I. C. 
C., 283-294). (1) Order of July 7, 
1916, in Railroad Commission of Loui- 
siana vs. A. H. T. Ry. Co., 41 I. C. 
C., 83, vacated in so far as it applies 
to lignite, cordwood and tanbark be- 
tween Shreveport, La., and points in 
Texas. (2) Rates and carload min- 
ima prescribed in that order on beef 
and stock cattle between Shreveport 
and points in Texas modified to pro- 
vide stock cattle rates to market 
points and carload minima of 20,000 
pounds and 16,000 pounds on _ stock 
cattle and on calves, respectively, and 
to grade the distance scale more 

_ closely. March 9, p. 498. 

Showers Bros. Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; case 8974; kitchen cabinets and 
tables (48 I. C. C., 518-524). March 
2, p. 441. 

Silkk Assn. of Am. vs. P. R. R. Co, et 
al.; case 9919 (50 I. C. C, 50-53). (1) 
The second Cummins amendment 
placed rates and ratings dependent 
upon the value “declared in writing 
by the shipper’ and those predicated 
on the value “agreed upon in writing 
as the released value of the property”’ 
in the same category; such rates and 
ratings are unlawful unless and until 
expressly authorized by the Commis- 
sion (Express Rates, Practices, Ac- 
counts and Revenues, 43 I. s C., 510; 
Live Stock Classification, 47 I. C. C., 
335; Williams Co. vs. H. C. N. >. a 
Co.. 48 I. C. C., 269, reaffirmed and 
followed.) (2) The ‘decision in by 3 


Association of America vs. P. 
Co., 44 I. C. C., 578, in which the Offi- 
cial Classification ratings of first class 


and one and one-half times first class 
on silk valued at $1 per pound or less 
and in excess of $1 per pound, re- 
spectively, stated in writing by the 
shipper, were justified and approved, 
furnished lines in Official Classifica- 
tion territory with express authority 
to maintain such ratings within the 
meaning of the second Cummins 
amendment. (3) The present com- 
plaint, petitioning the Commission tv 
require lines: in Official Classification 
territory to establish and maintain 
ratings on silk predicated on the value 
agreed upon in writing as the re- 
leased value, is dismissed on _ the 
ground that the present Official Class- 
ification ratings on silk, under’ the 
foregoing express authority given de- 
fendants to maintain the same, are 
tantamount to the alternative and op- 
tional ratings prayed for. June 16, 
p. 1281, 

Sinclair, T. M., & Co., Ltd., vs. C. M. 
& St. P. et al.; case 9715; meats, etc. 
ge I. C. C., 295-296). Feb. 23, p. 


Sisal from New Orleans, La.; lL. & S. 
1128 (50 I. C. C., 13-17). Proposed in- 
ereases in domestic rates for the 
transportation of sisal, carloads, from 
New Orleans and Port Chalmette, La., 
to destinations in the states of Kan- 
sas, Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, Wis- 
consin, South Dakota and North Da- 
kota found to have been justified. 
June 1, p. 1170 

Smith, A, A., vs. A 
cotton linters (50 I. C. C., 
June 22, p. 1350. 

Smith, J. Allen, & Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case 8872; wheat (48 I. C. C., 
647-648). March 9, p. 492. 

Sondheimer, E., Co. et al. vs. St. L. I. 
M. & S. et al; case 9132; lumber 

1? I. C. C., 457-460). March 2, p. 


. C. Li; case 9623; 
_ 227-228). 


Southern Engineering & Construction 
Co. vs. S. L.-S. F. et al; case 9360; 
rails and angle bars (50 I. C. C., 95- 
97). June 15, p. 1300. 

Southeastern sugar cases; 8117, 8228, 
8255 (48 I. C. C., 739-757). General 
readjustment of commodity rates on 
sugar from New Orleans, La., and 
from the north and the south Atlan- 
tic ports to points in the southeast 
found justified. Complaints dismissed. 
March 16, p. 567. 

Southeastern Manufactured Tobacco 
(No. 2); I. & S. 1137 (50 I. C. C., 120- 
125). Proposed increased rates on 
smoking tobacco, cigarettes and plug 
tobacco from North Carolina points to 
Central Freight Association territory 
found justified. Orders of suspension 
vacated. June 15, p. 1285. 

Southeastern Manufactured Tobacco; I. 
& S. 921 (50 I. C. C., 353-356). Pro- 
posed increased rates and differentials 
under the Virginia cities on manufac- 
tured tobacco from North Carolina 
manufacturing points to points in the 
southeastern territory found to be jus- 
tified. June 29, p. 1396. 

Southwestern class case; I. and S. 1016 
(48 I. C. C., 379-401). Proposed _in- 
creased rates between points in Okla- 
homa and points in Texas, between 
Oklahoma and Shreveport, La., be- 
tween points in Kansas and the pan- 
handle of Texas, and between points 
in Oklahoma on interstate traffic not 
justified. Tariffs under suspension 
ordered canceled without prejudice to 
the filing of tariffs in conformity with 
a = of this report. March 9, 
p 

Spokane Lumber Co. vs. G.'N. et al.; 
case 8395; also Sub. Nos. 1, 2 and 3: 
parts of fourth sec. aps. 348 and 351 
(48 I. C. C., 627-634). (1) Rates on 
lumber, in carloads, from _ certain 
points in Washington and Idaho tak- 
ing Spokane rates to points in Kan- 
sas and Colorado found to have been 


and to be unreasonable. Reasonable 
rates prescribed and reparation 
awarded. 


(2) Fourth section relief 

granted in part. March 9, p. 627. 

Srere Bros. & Co. vs. C. C. & St. 
et‘al.; case 7781; wet rag pulp (a8 
Cc. C., 515-518). "March 2, bs 425. 

Standard Oil Co. (Ky.) vs. & M. V. 
et al.; case 9051; parts of Sourth sec. 
aps. 542, 601, 1469, 1548, 1613, 1933, 
1952, 2043, 2045, 2138; petroleum re- 
fined oil and gasoline |( (48 I. Cc. C., 
498-496). Marc 26. 


Standard Oil Co. (Calif.) vs. N. P. et 
al.; case 9384; iron oil drums (50 I. C. 
Cc. 350-352). June 22, p. 1350. 

Stein Junk Co. vs: Southern et al.; case 
9634; machinery (48 I. C. C., 703- 705). 
March 16, p. 572. 

Stephens, J. J. vs. St. L. & S. KF. et 
al.; “— 8659; emigrant movables 
(48 I. e:. 649). <—— 9, p. 492. 

Stewart ties Co., Ltd., vs. P. Co. et al.; 
case 8953; car spotting (47 I. Cc. Cc. 
512-517). Jan. 12, p. 52. 

Stimson, D. C., et al. vs. L. H. & St. 
L. et al.; case 8429; part of fourth 
sec. ap. 1065; lumber qt & &.. 
608-511). Jan. 12, 52. 

Storm Lake Tank & Sito Co. vs. La. Ry. 
& Nav. Co. et al.; case 8029; eo 
of 4th sect. aps. 2045 and 2717 (50 I 
C,. 198-200). June 22, p. 1351. 

Stuart, E. B., & Co. et al. vs. A. B. & 
A. et al; case 9689; also cases 9430 
and 9624; cabbage (49 I. C. C., 668- 
672). May 18, p. 1071. 

Sugar from New Orleans; I. and S. 1127 
(49 I. C. C., 494-497). Proposed in- 
creased commodity rates on sugar, in 
carloads, from New Orleans, La., to 
destinations in Alabama, more than 
360 miles distant, and to points in 
Georgia, Tennessee and Kentucky, 
found to have been justified and or-. 
ders of suspension vacated. May 11, 


p. 1007. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et 
al.; case 9512; cement (49 I. C. C., 
135- 137). March 30, p. 683. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. A. T. & 8. 
et al.; case 8936; cement (48 I. C. é: Ly 
377- 378). March 2, p. 427. 

Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 8735; parts of 4th sect. 
aps. 1950, Paige 4218, 4219, 4220; brick 
(49 I. C. 665- 667). June 1, p. 1181. 

Swastika Fuel Co. vs. A. T. '& 8. F. 
et al.; case 9491; coke (49 I, C. C., 588- 
589). May 18, P. 1064. 

Swaney, -" B., vs. B. & O.; case 9803 
(49 I. Cc. C, 345- 349). (1) Since July 
24, 1917, the defendant carrier 
refused to furnish open-top cars to 
wagon mines for loading with coal on 
its public team tracks; but continues 
to furnish that class of equipment to 
both tipple mines and wagon mines 
where the loading is done on private 
or industrial tracks. Box cars only 
are furnished for team-track loading. 
(2) Although in its nature a discrimi- 
nation between shippers as a class, 
this practice is shown to operate in 
the interest of the public as a whole; 
and in the light of such results it is 
neither an unjust discrimination nor 
is it unduly prejudicial within the 
meaning of section 3 of the regulat- 
ing — April 27, p. 881. 

Swift & Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; ; case 
$669; cottonseed oil (49 I. C. C., 19- 
21). March 16, p.. 565. 


Swift & Co. vs. Mo. P. et al.; “ty 
6739; also Sub. No. 1, enave vs. St. 

S. F. et al.; ice (49 I . 336, 
337). Reparation AB Bs ‘on ’ ship- 
ments of ice used to preserve in tran- 
sit carload shipments of meats and 
packing-house products from Kansas 
City, Kan., Kansas City, Mo., and 
North Fort Worth, Tex., to certain 
points in Mexico. April 27, p. 887. 

Swift & Co. vs. P. Cc. C. & St. L. et 
al.; case 9055; also Sub. No. 1, same 
vs, N. & W. et al (48 I. C. C., 525- 
529). Defendants’ failure to provide 
a peddler-car service on fresh meats, 
packing-house —— and other 
articles shipped by packing houses, in 
less than carloads, from Chicago, IIL, 
to points on the Hocking Valley Ry. 
between Columbus and Gallipolis, O., 
and from Chicago and East St. Louis, 
Ill., to points on the Norfolk & West- 
ern Ry. between Cincinnati, O., and 
Columbus, on the one hand, and 
Naugatuck, W. Va., on the other, 
found to be unreasonable. Peddler- 
car service and maximum reasonable 
rates therefor prescribed for the fu- 
ture. March 9, p. 489. 

Q. et al.; case 

9686; poultry" (50 I. Cc. C., 233-234). 
June 22, p. 1351. 

Swift & Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
9524 (50 I. C. C., 103-105). Failure 
of defendants to make an allowance 
for unloading shipments of fresh beef 
from car floats to vessels’ slings at 
the port of New York, N. Y., not 
found to have been unlawful or un- 
reasonable. Complainant not shown 
to have been damaged by the undue 





Threpp, J. 
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prejudice alleged and complaint dis- 
missed. June 15, 81, 


. 12 
Swift & Co. vs. C. a Cc. & St. L.; case 


9193 (50 I. C. C., 211-212). Charges 
on packing-house products, fresh 
meats and other commodities, in ped- 
dler cars, from Chicago, Ill., to points 
in Illinois and Indiana found to have 
been unreasonable. Reparation 
awarded. June 22, p. 1345. 


Switching absorptions; I. and S. 1011; 


Twin Cities switching; I. and S. 1071; 
Minneapolis Traffic Assn. vs. C. G. W. 
et al.; case 9645 (47 I. C. C., 583- 
589). (1) A switching charge of 1 
cent per 100 pounds, minimum $6 per 
car, assessed and proposed at Minne- 
apolis, Minn., against connecting line 
earriers where they provide for ab- 
sorption of switching charges, and 
assessed and proposed by the Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway, 
whether payable by shippers or ab- 
sorbed by connecting lines, found not 
justified. (2) Proposed increase in 
the intermediate switching charge of 
the Railway Transfer Company of 
Minneapolis and increased switching 
charges of the Minneapolis & St. 
Louis Railroad for intermediate 
switching performed for connecting 
carriers at Minneapolis, found not 
justified. (3) Proposed tariff changes 
limiting the amount of switching 
charges absorbed by the Minneapolis, 
St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway 
Co., found justified. (4) Refusal of 
carriers to absorb switching charges 
on inbound grain at Minneapolis not 
shown to be unreasonable or other- 
wise unlawful. Jan. 19, p. 97. 


Syrup, eastbound transcontinental; I. 


and S. 1093 (49 I. C. C., 54-55). March 
30, p. 680. 


Terhune Lumber Co. vs. G. & S. I. et 


al.; case 9216; also Sub. Nos. 1, 2 
and 3; lumber (48 I. C. C., 433-434). 
March 9, p. 492. ~ 


Terre Haute Paper Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. 


et al.; case 7554; baled straw (50 I. C. 
C., 141-143). June 15, p. 1300. 


Terrell Commercial Club vs. T. & P. et 


al.; case 9506 (50 I. C. C., 6-13). For 
the purpose of making rates on grain, 
grain products, and hay from points 
in Kansas and Oklahoma, destinations 
in the state of Texas are arranged in 
three main groups, known as Groups 
1, 2 and 3. A fourth group, known 
as Group A, has been carved out of 
Group 1 and rates to points in Group 
A apply only from points in Okla- 
homa. Group A is a result of the 
Commission’s decision in Mitchell vs. 
A. F:-& SB. Fy Be. Co.,. 13.-5.: C.-C... 
324, and broadly described, includes 
only Fort Worth, Dallas and points 
north thereof between Wichita Falls 
on the west and Greenville on the 
east, to the Oklahoma-Texas state 
line. Upon a complaint which al- 
leged that the rates on grain, grain 
products and hay from points in 
Oklahoma to Terrell, Tex., in Group 
1, are unreasonable and subject Ter- 
rell to undue prejudice and disad- 
vantage, as. compared with rates from 
the same points of origin to Dallas, 
Greenville and other points in Group 
A, Held: (1) The rates on grain 
and grain products and hay, in car- 
loads, from points in Oklahoma to 
Terrell are not shown to be unjust or 
unreasonable. (2) The general ad- 
justment of rates on grain and grain 
products from points in Oklahoma to 
Dallas, Greenville and other points in 
Texas, substantially north or west of 
Terrell and to Terrell, does not sub- 
ject Terrell to undue prejudice and 
disadvantage. (3) Terrell is not en- 
titled to be included in Group A. (4) 
Rates on grain, grain products and 
hay from points in Oklahoma to Ter- 
rell, compared with the rates on the 
same commodities from the same 
points to Dallas, Greenville and other 
similarly situated points in Texas, do 
subject Terrell to undue prejudice and 
disadvantage in and to the extent 
that they exceed.the rates on those 
commodities to Group A points by 
more than 2.5 cents per 100 pounds. 
(5) The defendants should correct the 
adjustment of rates on grain, grain 
products and hay as between Dallas, 
Greenville and Terrell. June 1, pD. 


ate E., vs. B. & L. EB. et al.; 
case 9628 (49 I. C. C., 48-58). (1) 
Rates for the transportation of iron 





ore, in carloads, from Buffalo, N. Y., 
and Erie, Pa., to Earlston and Sax- 
ton, Pa., not held to be, under the 


. emergency conditions now existing, 


unreasonable or unjustly discrimina- 
tory. (2) The jurisdiction of the 
Commission, under the act to regu- 
late commerce, as amended, to order 
the establishment of through inter- 
state routes, and to fix joint rates 
applicable to such through routes, in 
a proper case, is not defeated by the 
fact that such routes are composed in 
part of portions of the lines of car- 
riers wholly within one state, where 
the carriers whose lines constitute 
the through routes engage in inter- 
state commerce and maintain local 
rates applicable in combination to the 
interstate movement of traffic and 
between the points of origin and des- 
tination at issue. (3) Combination 
through rates on iron ore, in carloads, 
from Conneaut, Harbor, Ohio, via 
Butler, Pa., to Earlston and Saxton; 
Pa., found unreasonable and unjustly 
discriminatory. The defendants re- 
quired to establish and maintain rea- 
sonable joint rates over through 
routes for the transportation of iron 
ore, in carloads, from Conneaut Har- 
bor, via Butler, to Earlston and Sax- 
ston, not to exceed those herein pre- 
scribed, with the permission that the 
defendants may establish the maxi- 
mum rates prescribed from lake ports 
other than Conneaut Harbor and via 
other routes than those specified. (4) 
Reparation denied, when not asked in 
the complaint or by amendment 
thereto; and an increase in the rates 
pending disposition of the complaint 
and over complainant’s protest, is not 
sufficient to raise an issue as to 
reparation. April 6, p. 731. 


Tidewater demurrage; I. and S. 1060 


I. C. C., 677-684). Proposed re- 
ductions in free time for detention of 
earload shipments of coal at tide- 
water terminals, New York harbor, 
Philadelphia, Pa., Wilmington, Del., 
and Baltimore, Md., found to have 
been =. Jan. 26, p. 154; Feb. 

p. 


Toledo switching absorption; I. and S. 


1150 (50 I. C. C., 18-21). June 1, p. 
1180. 


Tonies, F. A., et al. vs. Southern et al.; 


case 9230; whiskey (48 I. C. C., 681- 
683). March 16, p. 566. 


Transcontinental commodity rates; fif- 


teenth sec. aps. 324, 1399, 1077, 1083, 
1084, 1822; fourth sec. aps. 11149, 
11150, 11178, 11186, 11187, 11196, 11197 
(48 I. C. C., 79-95). (1) Authority to 
file increased carloads commodity 
rates from eastern defined territories 
to Pacific coast and points interme- 
diate thereto. (2) Authority to can- 
cel all less-than-carload commodity 
rates from eastern defined territories 
to Pacific coast and points interme- 
diate thereto denied. (3)Authority to 
file increased less-than-carload com- 
modity rates from eastern defined 
territories to Pacific coast points not 
higher than the present rates on the 
same items to points intermediate to 
the Pacific coast granted. (4) Au- 
thority sought by the Southern Pa- 
cific Co. via water-and-rail routes 
through Galveston to file proposed in- 
creased rates from its New York 
piers on items as to which it concurs 
in higher rates via all-rail routes to 
Pacific coast points denied. (5) Au- 
thority to file increased export com- 
modity rates from eastern defined 
territories to Pacific coast ports ap- 
plicable on traffic destined to points 
in Japan, Australia, New Zealand, 
Fiji Islands, the Philippine Islands 
and Asiatic countries granted. (6) 
Authority to file increased import 
commodity rates from Pacific coast 
ports to points in eastern defined 
territories applicable on traffic from 
points in Japan, New Zealand, Aus- 
tralia, Fiji Islands, the  Philip- 
pine Islands and _ Asiatic countries 
granted. (7) Authority sought by 
rail-and-water lines through Galves- 
ton to increase rates on barley, 
beans, canned goods, asphaltum; dried 
fruits and wine from Pacific coast 
ports in California to the Atlantic 
seaboard to the level of the all-rail 
rates on the same commodities 
granted. (8) Authority sought under 
the fourth section by the all-rail lines 
to meet via their routes’ the rates 


proposed by the Southern Pacific (Co. 
from and to New York via its route 
through Galveston to and from P:- 
Loy coast ports denied. Feb. 2, p. 

Trexler Lumber Co. vs. N. O. & N. &. 
et al.; case 9674; lumber (49 I. C. C.,, 
121-122). March 30, p. 682. 

Trexler Lumber Co. vs. A. C. L. et ai; 
case 9921; lumber (50 I. C. C.,. 77-78). 
June 27, p. 1403. 

Tulsa Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. & S. PF. 
et al.; case 7854; cocoanuts and pine- 
a i I. C. C., 695-696). March 

p a 


Tulsa Traffic Assn. vs. St. L.-S. F.; 
case 9641 (49 I. C. C., 644-648). (1) 
The regulating statute lays a duty 
upon the carriers to furnish team- 
track and other terminal services only 
to an extent that is fully responsive 
to the reasonable requirements of the 
public; and this duty is neither sub- 
ordinate to nor modified by the clos- 
ing clause of Section 3, which pro- 
tects the carriers against the use of 
their terminals by others engaged in 
like business. (2) At Tulsa, Okla., 
the location of commercial industries, 
the physical layout of the terminal 
tracks, the area of the terminal serv- 
ice, the volume of traffic, and the 
reasonable requirements of the pu)- 
lic are not at this time such as will 
justify compelling the defendant to 
open its team tracks to traffic brought 
to and taken from that point by other 
lines of railway. June 1, p. 1179. 

Tuscaloosa Board of Trade vs. A. G. 3. 
et al.; case 8873; class and commod- 
- (47 I. C. C., 483-506). Jan. 12, p. 


Twin Cities switching; see switching 
absorptions; p. 97. 

Union Hay Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 9449; also Sub. No. 1 and case 
9451; hay (48 I. C. C., 691-692). 
March 16, p. 566. 

United Verde Coffee Co. vs. P. Co. et 
al.; case 8779; mine cars (48 I. C. C., 
663-664). March 16, p. 592. 

Unit Marketing System et al. vs. St. 
L. B. & M. et al.; case 9183; refrig- 
eration charges (48 I. C. C., 510-514). 
March 2, p. 441. 

Universal Iron and Supply Co. vs. C. 
H. & D. et al.; case 9302; iron tank 
(50 I. C. C., 266-267). June 22, p. 


1350. 

Valley & Siletz R. R. Co. et al. vs. S. P. 
et al.; case 9465; relaying steel rails 
and fastenings (50 I. C. C., 223-224). 
June 22, p. 1351. 

Van Benthuysen Lumber and Tie Co. 
vs. G. & S. IL; case 9573; crossties 
(49 I. C. C., 611-612). June 1, p. 1181. 

Victor Chemical Works vs. C. & E. I. 
et al.; case 9523; phosphate of lime 
(49 I. C. C., 599-600). May 25, p. 
1123. 

Va. Pine Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. P. & N. 
et al.; case 8305; also seven sub. Nos.; 
mine props, etc. (50 I. C. C., 327-331). 
June 29, p. 1902 

Virginia Portland Ry. Co.; in re al- 
lowances to short lines, etc.; case 
4181; cancellation of rates in connec- 
tion with small lines, etc.; I. and S. 
414 (49 I. C. C., 332-336). (1) The 
Virginia Portland Railway Co. is a 
private facility of the Virginia Port- 
land Cement Co., and js not a com- 
mon-carrier industrial line under the 
test applied by the Supreme Court in 
the Tap Line Cases, 234 U. S., 1. (2) 
The placing of cars on the _ tracks 
within the plant inclosure designated 
by the industry or its industrial rail- 
road, constitutes delivery at the in- 
dustry under the line-haul rate; and 
any allowance for the service of spot- 
ting the cars after the first place- 
ment will be unlawful. April 27, p. 


884. 

Wabash Pittsburgh Terminal investi- 
gation; case 8663; in re financial his- 
tory, transactions, practices and op- 
erations of the Wabash Pittsburgh 
Terminal Ry. Co., its leased proper- 
ties and its predecessor companies 
(48 I. C. C., 96-200). Feb. 16, p. 3238. 

Wall Rope Works, Inc., vs. P. R. R; 
case 9279; rope (49 I. C. C., 199-200). 
April 20, p. 839. 

Wausau Southern Lumber Co. vs. Gulf 
& Ship Island et al.; case 8950; blower 
pipe. (47 I. C. C., 507-508). Jan. 5, 


Dp 33. 

Webster, N. A., vs. St. L. S. W. et al: 
case 9875; lumber (48 I. C. C., 48¢- 
437). March 2, p. 427. 
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vau= Art Glass Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 9519; EP gy 3 (49 

L C. C., 19-21). 16, p. 

Western Carolina ft oe and Thaber 
Assn. et al. vs. V. C. et al.; 
9428; logging cars (48 I. C. C., 445- 
446). March 2, Ss 

Western Cement tes; case 8182; in 
re rates on cement between points in 
Western Trunk Iine territory and ad- 
jacent territories; other cases in- 
cluded (48 I. C. C., 201-265). Feb. 
16, p. 321, 

West Lumber Co. et al. vs. M. K. & T. 
“ Tex. et al.; case 8728; <a (48 


C. C., 22-25). Jan. 26, p 
Wéstport Stone Co. et al. vs. C. od 
L. et al.; case 8766 (48 I. & a Fe 


637- 641, Upon complaint that the 
practice of the Cleveland, Cincinnati, 
Chicago & St. Louis Ry. Co. of 
switching inbound and outbound cars 
to and from convenient points on 
switch tracks serving quarries of the 
St. Paul Stone Company and the 
Greeley Stone Company without 
charge in addition to the line-haul 
rates while refusing to perform simi- 
lar services for complainants or to 
compensate them for performing such 
services themselves, was unreasonable 
and unduly prejudicial; Held, That 
the practice complained of is ‘unduly 
prejudicial; and that the refusal of 
defendants. since April 2, 1914, to 
make an allowance of $1 per car to 
complainants for their services in 
switching certain interstate carloads 
of stone was unreasonable. Repara- 
tion awarded. March 16, p. 572. 

White, Pevey and Dexter et al. vs. C. 
R. I. & P. et al: ; case 9898 (49 I. C. 
C., 717-720). Rates charged by de- 
fendants for the transportation of 
complainants’ shipments of cattle, 
sheep and hogs, in carloads, during 
the period from June 3, 1915, to Oc- 
tober 15, 1915, not found to have been 
unreasonable. Complaint dismissed. 
May 25, p. 1119. 

Wieser, J. F., & Co., Inc., vs. M. K. & 
p j Tex. et al.; case 9263; wheat 
(49 I. C. C., 69-70). April 20, p. 839. 

Willard Storage Battery Co. vs. N. Y. 
C. et al.; case 9610; electric storage 
~ gene A "(49 I. C. C., 141-142). March 


p 
Wilke, A., vs. C. & A. et al.; case 9890; 
horses and — (50 I. C. C., 109). 


June 15, 
Williams, z: B., Co. vs. Hartford & 
N. Y. Transp. Co. et al.; case 8549; 
Feb. 16, 


— (48 I. C. C., 269-274). 
21 


p. i 

Wilson & Co. vs. C. & St. P. et al.; 
case 9192; hogs to" 7 Cc. C., 126- -130). 
June 8, p. 1238. 


Wilson Remover Co. vs. C. M. & St. P 
case 9591; varnish remover (48 I. C. 
C., 453-454). March 2, p. 426 

Wise,.Otto Irving, vs. P. R. R. et al; 
case 9336; theatrical scenery and 
gene (50 I. C. C., 268-269). June 

’ Pp 

Wooden package rating; I. and S 1096 
(48 I. C. C., 708-714). (1) Proposed 
Class C rating on wooden pails, tubs 
other than butter tubs, and kits and 
on fiberboard pails, in straight or 
mixed carloads, or when mixed with 
wooden barrels, kegs, well buckets 
and drums, in Western Trunk Line 
territory, found justified. (2) Pro- 
posed increased rating on butter tubs 
found not justified. Suspended sched- 
a ordered canceled. March 9, p. 
ve 

Woolf Milling Co. vs. B. & a et al.; 
case 8445; eee | ie I. C. C., 678- 

% Go "Ine., vs. T. St. 


680). May 25, o 
Woolman, S. C., 

case 9379: baled ha 
ph ILC. CG, 441- -442). March 9, “4 


L. & W. et al.: 

Wright, E. H., & Co., Ltd., vs. A. T. & 
Ss. F. et al.; case 9505; condensed 
— (50 I. C. C., 225-227). June 22, 
Dp. 

W. Va. Rail Co. on Cc. & O. et al; 
case 9558 (48 I. C., 600-610). Rates 
for the shorted transportation of 
light section steel rails in carloads 
from Huntington, in the state of 
West Virginia, to points on the line 
of the N. & W. Ry. in West Virginia 
and Virginia, certain of which were 
prescribed by the Commission in 
West Virginia Rail Co. vs. B. & O. 
R. R. Co., 26 I. C. C., 622, not shown 
to have been or-to be unreasonable, 
unjustly discriminatory or unduly 






Demurrage, 
Director-General’s 
Director-General, 


Director-General’s appointments; 


Draper, E. H.; rout the rat; 
Dreher, A. L.; maximum loading of cars; 


prejudicial. Complaint dismissed. 
March 9, p. 495 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. Cc. C. & St. 
et al.; case 9185; ola steel rails (as 
I. cc. 675-678). se 16, p. 566. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. & O. et al.; 
case 9635; steel rails 50 I. C. C., 69- 
72). June 15, p. 1300. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; case 
9493 (50 I C., 110-117). (1) Rates 
on light steel rails in carloads from 
Huntington, W. Va., to New York, 
N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and Balti- 
‘more, Md., applied on shipments for 
domestic consumption, found to have 


been unreasonable to the _ extent 
specified in the report. Reparation 
awarded. (2) Rates on light steel 


rails in carloads from Huntington to 
the above eastern ports, when for 
export, not found to have been un- 
reasonable, but found to have been 
unduly prejudicial. Reparation 
awarded. (3) Rates on light steel 
rails in carloads from Huntington to 
interior basing points not found un- 
reasonable or unduly prejudicial. (4) 
Relationship established on light steel 
rails in carloads as between Hunting- 


— and Pittsburgh, Pa. June 29, p. 
W. Va. Rail Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 


case 9682; iron and steel rails (50 I. 
Cc. C., 318-323). June 29, p. 1402. 

W. Va. Rail Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et al; 
case 9622; iron and steel rails (50 I. 
Cc. C., 304-308). June 29, p. 1402. 

Wyllie. H. R., China Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al.; case 9541; crockery (49 I. C. 
C., 8- 10). March’ 16, p. 566. 

Youngblood, A. P., Inc., vs. C. R. R. of 
N. J.; case 9285 (50 I. C. C., 217-220). 
Certain storage charges on a carload 
of flour at Jersey City, N. J., found 
to have been illegal and demurrage 
charges not lawfully due. Reparation 
awarded. ay 15, p. 1284. 

Zelnicker, W. A., Sup ly Co. vs. Mo. P. 
et al.; case ee mine cars and loco- 
motives (49 I - oa C., 365-366). April 
27, p. 3 

Zion’s Co-operative Mercantile Institu- 
tion vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 
7887; also Sub. No. 1 and parts of 
fourth sec. aps. 350. 351, 1548; cotton 
denim and yarn (49 I. C. C., 71-74). 
April 13, p. 769. 


Demurrage on Garfield holidays; p. 532. 
Demurrage rules, new code of, etc.; pp. 


49, 56, 87, 118, 160, 231, 243, 257, 289, 
294, 412, 466, 626, 627, 716, 899. 


Demurrage rules, national car; traffic les- 


son No. 32; p. 600. 


Demurrage and car service; traffic lesson 


No. 31; p. 472; No. 32, p. 600. 


Demurrage on coal and coke for tranship- 


ment by vessel; p. 294. 

tidewater; see decisions of 
I. C. C.;3 p. 154. 

general orders; see 
general orders. 

powers of; pp. 9, 13, 49, 
50, 163, 343. 

pp. 9, 
159, 208, 287, 341, 370, 373, 444, 538, 589, 
591, 736, 754, 1129, 1139, 1197, 1315, 1323. 


Distance charges; by G. B. Graff; p. 243. 
Dow, F. B.; resigns as attorney-examiner; 


p. 411 
p. 1154. 


p. 242 


Drummond, B. J.; wants shippers repre- 


sented in railroad administration; p. 25. 


Dry goods, ae England; see decisions of 


Lc. C.; 617. 


Duke, Nat.; paistrict manager, traffic dept., 


oa Ss. Food Administration, N. Y.; p. 


EDITORIAL. 


Advanced rates and fares; pp. 1053, 
1165, 1229, 1277. 

Atwood, H. F.; his book, “Back to the 
Republic;”’ p. 934. 

—- man and the railroads; p. 

Canadian Railway problem; p. 1389. 

Classification; uniform or consolidated; 
pp. 486, 631, 1389. 

Combinations lower than through rate; 


p. 1110. 
Seerewe rules; pp. 45, 93, 184, 205, 


Director-General, powers of; pp. 5, 45, 56, 


96. 
Expenditures limited by pempae- Gen- 
eral’s orGer; pp. 206, 
Express companies; 
trol of; p. 1054. 


¥. con- 


Government control of railroads; 
866, 421, 558, 725, 821, 877, 878, 1083, 
1109, 1239, 1277, 1278, 1341, 1389, 1390. 
See also rate making power, advanced 
rates, passenger fare increases, gov- 
ernment ownership. 

Government —- period of; pp. 47, 
149, 205, 317, 

Government 0 _~ 
morale of railroads; p. 

Government ownership of, railroads; pp. 
149, 205, 725, 935, 1278, 

Illinois classification 5 My ~ 9497. 

Illinois passenger fare case; pp. 93, 94. 

Loading above marked capacity of 
cars; p. 

Off-line agencies discontinued; pp. 821, 
998. See also shipper, service for. 

Overman bill; pp. 765, 933, 1053. 

Passenger fare increases; p. 1053. 

Passes; Director-General’s order con- 
cerning; pp. 206, s 

Patriotism in business; p. 46. 

Patriotism, the er of; p. 613. 

Poindexter bill; 670. 

Postal rates, ama class; pp. 94, 726. 

Rail and water co-ordination; p. 0. 

— control after the war; pp. 149, 


fifect of on 


Rate-making power under government 
operation; pp. 272, 317, 365, 422, 485, 
558, 614, 1018, 1165, 1229, 1277, 1310. 

Rates; methods of constructing; p. 45. 

Salaries of railroad men; pp. 557, 558, 
590, 997. 

Shipper, service for, under government 
control; pp. 766, 796, 821, 877, 933. 

Shipper’s representation in railroad ad- 
ministration; pp. 271, 342, 371, 897. 

Solicitation of traffic under government 
control; pp. 93, 669, 766, 821. 

Spotting ‘and switching charges; p. 485. 

Thorne, Clifford; advocacy of perma- 
nent government operation of rail- 
roads; p. 725. 

Traffic clubs; membership in, 
government control; p. 670. 
Traffic men; commissioners for; p. 998. 

Uniformity in rates; p. 997. 

Wages, increase in; p. 997. 


under 





EFFICIENCY IN TRAFFIC. 


Somes and Damage League; pp. 661, 

909. 

Battle, W. S., Jr.; circular to N. & W. 
employes; D. 987. 

Bixler, H. C.; use of proper containers; 
p. 304. 

Oe nenmet: : 

Car record kept by Dow Chemical Co.; 


p. 1207. 
Claims, loss and damage; prevention of; 


efforts to expedite; p. 


p. 987. 

Conservation of car facilities; p. 304. 

Container, shipping, problem; p. 909. 

Containers, metal; use of; » 304. 

Containers, proper; use of; . 304. 

Containers, standard; p. 710, 

Containers, wooden; plea for; p. 751. 

Containers; buy now; p. 

Crosby, G. H.; reduction of tariff mail- 
ing list; p. 304. 

Dow Chemical Co. freight car record; 
p. 1207. 

Draymen; coordination with carriers in 
San Francisco; p. 180. 

Dreher, A. L.; effort to expedite car 
movement; D. 179. 

Egg loading, minimum; p. 750. 

Eggs, heavy loading of; 5 710. 

Eggs, shipping in car lots; p. 987. 

Electric vehicles, self delivery of; p. 


Embargo plan of Pennsylvania R. R. 
system; p. 356. 

aeee: freight and package delivery 
y; Pp. 

Fertilizer; heavy loading of; 1323. 

Fiber shipping box as a Ee R. econ- 
omy; by H. H. Squire; p. 709. 

Fiscus, R C.; milk and cream ticket 
invention; p. 1209. 

Flour loading; p. 1380. 

Freight house delivery, early; p. 988. 

Loss and damage reduction; p. 1380. 

Loss & damage claim suggestions, by 
F. W. H. O’Meara; p. 179. 

Lumber loading rules; p. 711. 

Marking and packing: p. 751. 

Marking shipments in war time; p. 910. 

ge express shipments; rules for; 
p. 104 

Marshall, A. Jackson; discussion of 
transportation deficiencies; p. 
some short haul suggestions; p. 1099: 
freight and package delivery by ex- 
press; p. 1208. 

Milk and cream tickets; p. 1209. 

Le as feeders to boat lines; 


p. 182 
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New Orleans, the port of; p. 1099. 

New York freight congestion; pp. 305, 
603, 661, 690. 

Sheviin, Carpenter & Clarke Co.; heavy 
loading of lumber; p. 356. 

ty delivery at San Francisco; p. 


Store door delivery; pp. 239, 549. 

Tariff mailing list; reduction of; 304. 

Truck equipment, “motorizing; Dp. 1099. 

Truck, motor, transportation; pp. 602, 
869, ‘909, 910, 1168, 1379. 

Wire strapping; p. 239. 


Electric lines; with relation to govern- 
ment operation of steam roads; pp. 
1256, 1318, 1363. 

Elevator charges and allowances; traffic 
lesson No. 33; p. 

Embargoes; plans for handling, etc.; pp, 
96, 151, 295, 356, 643, 1257. 

Embargoes ordered on freight, etc.; pp. 
159, 208, 233, 305, 371, 449, 450, 451, 645, 
687, 690, 737, 908, 1366. 

Equipment, repairs to and construction 
of; facts desired by McAdoo; p 

Erie Canal; government to 
barges; p. 844. 

Evans, C. A.; traffic manager Ralston 
Purina Co.; p. 1215. 

Expenditures; limitation of by Director- 
General; pp. 232, 371, 448, 689, 690, 735, 
736, 749, 790, 896, 969, 1021 1109, 1129, 
1135, 1139, 1202, 1270, 1316, 1418. 

Export freight rates; traffic lesson No. 
29; p. 261. 

Export traffic, licenses, etc.; pp. 259, 307, 
346, 405, 544, 549, 590, 651, 1321, 1360. 
Export and import rates; pp. 1018, 1250, 

1344, 1353, 1416. 

= company rate increase; pp. 1362, 

139 


# operate 


Express company revenues; September 
and nine months; p. 258; October and 
10 months; p 402; November and 11 
months; p. 713; December and 12 
months; p. 1265. 

oo companies; government control 

p. 538, 590, 616, 746, 822, 900, 1018, 
Toea? 1132, 1198, 1255, 1342, 1362, 1391. 

Farrell, P. J.; succeeds J. W. Folk as 

chief counsel of the Commission; p. 


358. 
Fast ~aeet lines; traffic lesson No. 36; 


p. 193 
Fast freight lines; passing of; p. 879. 
Fertilizer; F. S Royster Guano Co. vs. 
Cc. L. et al.; see decisions of I. C. 
C:; pp. 1229, 1233, 1373. 
Fiber containers, use of, 


716. 
Fidies H. A.; traffic manager D. T. & L.; 


Field, R. M.;. traffic commissioner Peoria 
Association of Commerce; p. 1269. 

Fifteen per cent case, supplemented; see 
decisions of I. C. C. 

Fifteenth section procedure; pp. 741, 798, 


to save tin; 


Financial affairs of railroads; order of 
Commission, at request of Director- 
General, for statement of bank de- 
posits; p. 283. 

Finn, Lawrence B.; writes to President 
Wilson in re rate increases; p. 1280. 
Folk, J. Wi resigns as chief counsel; 

224, 

Foed ies efforts to transport, in- 
crease and conserve; pp. 94. 234, 414, 
445, 451, 487, 542, 549, 560, 657, 878, 922, 


1320. 

Franklin, R. W.; criticism of Railroad 
Administration; p. 708. 

Freck, H. P.; time for paying freight 
bills; p. 1324. 

Freight bills; time for paying; pp. 974, 
1029, 1080, 1129, 1154, 1196, 1197, 1206, 
1207, 1251, 1267, 1268, 1807, 1224, 1410. 

Freight moving week; pp. 68, 160, 162, 
4 


847. 

Freight operations; December and nine 

months; p. 692; January; p. 850; Feb- 

ruary and two months; p. 1140; ‘March 
and th-ee months; p. 1319. 

Frisbie, C. O.; conservation of car sup- 
ply; p. 74. 

Fuel conservation and transportation; pp. 
170, 306. See also coal. 

Gamble, E. L.; manager Tidewater South- 
ern Ry.; p._920._ 

Garber, C. J.; time for paying freight 
bills; p. 1267. 

General order No. 28; see advanced rates. 


GENERAL ORDERS OF DIRECTOR- 
GENERAL. 


No. 1, p. 11; No. 2, p. 343; No. 3, p. 57; 
No. 4, p. 159; No. 5, p. 160: No. 6. pp. 
232, 686; No. 7, p. 231; he 8, p. 447; 
No. 9, pp. 447, 688; No. 10, 589; No. 
11, pp. 641, 684; No. 12, p. 690: No. 13, 



























p. 691; No. 14, p. 672; No. 15, p. Se 
No. 16, pp. 688, 736; No. 17, p. 793; 
18, p. 789; No. 18A, p. 900; No. fo Pe 
845; No. 30, p: 904; No. 21, p. 903; 
22, p. 904; ‘No. 23, p. 1022; No. by a 
1142; No. 25, pp. 1129, 1197; No. 26, p. 
1203; No. 27, p. 1195; No. 28, p. 1168; 
No. 29, p. 1253; No. 30, p. 1359; No. 
31, p. 1359. 

Account books; No. 17, p. 793. 

Accounting; No. 2, Pp. 343. 

Advanced freight and passenger rates; 
No. 28, p. 1168. 

Bills and accounts, interroad; No. 30, p. 


1360. 

Bills, operating, double checking of; No. 
20, p. 904. 

Boat lines taken over; No. 19, p. 845. 

—- expenditures; No. 12, pp. 641, 


Cash reports; No. 23, p. 1022. 

Control assumed; No. 1, p. 11. 
Daylight saving; No. 14, p. 672. 
Demurrage; No. 3, p. 57. 

Demurrage; No. 7, p. 231. 

= authority; No. 16, pp. 688, 


Expenditures limited; No. 6, p. 232. 

Freight bills; time for paying; No. 25, 
pp. 1129, 1197. 

Insurance; No. 24; p. 1142. 

Inventory; No. 10, p. 589. 

Labor; No. 8, p. 447. 

Labor adjustment board; No. 13, p. 691. 

New York . y~ Canal; No. 22, p. 904. 

Passes; No. pp. 232, 686. 

Per diem cal accounting for joint fa- 
cilities; No. 31, p. 1359. 

Regions; country divided into three; No. 
4, p. 159. 

Revenue, freight, interroad bases for 
apportioning; No. 21, p. 

Routes; designations by shippers disre- 
garded; No. 1, p. 11. 

Safety appliances, etc; No. 8, p. 447. 

ae? ty of railroad officers; No. 9, pp. 

Sidetracks, rules for; No. 15, p. 687. 

Suits against carriers; No. 18, p. 789; 
No. 18A, p. 900; No. 26, p. 1203. 

bis ry routes to be established: No. 


Wage commission; No. 5, p. 160; No. 29, 

Dp. 

Wage increases; No. 27, p. 1195, 

Waybhilling, universal interline; No. 11, 
pp. 641, 684. 


Government control or operation of rail- 
roads, etc.; pp. 7, 9, 13, 15, 20, 22, 56, 
68, 71, 118, 122, 125, 128, 151, 175, 207, 
236, 273, 276, 283, 287, 341, 343, 367, 370, 
423, 444, 466, 535, 537, 542, 543, 58%, 616, 
641, 654, 685, 727, 735, 789, 801, 823, 844, 
855, 879, 880, 896, 969, 999, 1000, 1015, 
1055, 1075, 1111, 1129, 1153, 1168, 1231, 
1232, 1243, 1244, 1279, 1280, 1307, 1324, 
1342, 1343, 1344, 1353, 1873, 1391, 1410, 
1429; see also expenditures, passes, as- 
sociations, purchases, boat lines, securi- 
ties, freight bills; McAdoo, Director- 
General; compensation of carriers, rate 
making power, Senate inquiry, shippers’ 
representation, editorial, period of, rail- 
road control bill, salaries, short lines, 
solicitors, passenger service, car dis- 
tribution, advanced rates, demurrage, 
politics, ete. 

Government ownership of railroads; pp. 
95, 237, 393, 615, 654, 727, 855, 923, 937, 
1090, 1091, 1098, 1111, 1421.. 

Government shipments; pp. 1090, 1258. 

— G. B.; distance charges; pp. 243, 

— supply and transportation; pp. 126, 


Grain products minimum; Kansas City 
Millers’ Club et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1295. 

Grain; Terrell Commercial rT vs. T. & 
P. et al.; ; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 


Grain: Minneapolis Traffic Assn. et al. 
vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; see decisions of 


Grain: claims for loss and damage of; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 487. 
-—*s W. S.; 


p. " 

Gulick, C. H.; president Traffic Club of 
Newark; p. 197. 

Hall, C. A.; exports affected by closing 
of off-line agencies; p. 907. 

Hartzog, H. H.; time for paying freight 
bills; p. 1324. 

ee. J. D.; winning the war; p. 

Haynes, J. P.; traffic commissioner, Com- 
mercial Club of Sioux City; p. 255. 

Hazel. Atlas Glass Co.; assists railroads 
in repairing cars; p. 374. 


poem, “‘The Traffic Man;” 
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Back haul rates; p. 986. 


Bills of lading, clean, and failure to 


note storage; p. 648 


ae allowances to shippers for; 


Pp. 29 
yee rating for carload service; p. 


Carload shipments, two in one car; p. 


Cattle cars; allowances to shippers fcr 


cleaning; p. 298. 
Claim, no, for damage to packing case: 
in which shipments are made; p. 143°. 
Classification 
tariff; p. 76. 
Combination, lowest, 
p. 548. 
Combination rates maxima under trans- 
continental tariff 1-2; p. 749 
Company material; p. 1266. 


Demurrage on cars not set for unload- 
ing in order of arrival; pp. 76, 1330. 

—- on cars held at ransit point; 
p. 76. 

Demurrage; none when car is not held 
for purposes of shipper; p. 259. 

Demurrage on shipment at embargoed 
point; p. 471. 

Demurrage on refused car; p. 548. 

oe account of labor trouble; p. 
09. 

saat on privately-owned cars; p. 
09. 

Divert car, failure to; responsibility for; 
p. 1035. 

Demurrage; cars subject to when and 
to extent specified in tariff; p. 1089. 

Embargo temporarily suspended by per- 
mit; p. 1330. 

Embargo against destination—car di- 
verted—demurrage; p. 137. 

Embargoes by government authority; 
p. 410. 

Embargoes; effort to avoid by making 
l. c. 1. shipments; p. 

ae: furnishing 


the lawful rate; 


suitable; p. 


Errors; shippers responsible for their 
own; p. E 

Free time on reshipped car; p. 748. 

Hay minimum in Minnesota; p. 33. 


Intermediate tariff clause; p. 701. 
Intermediate station not on direct line; 


p. 1089. 

Joint rate defined; p. 985. 

Large and bulky articles; 
charge on; p. 35. 

Lawful rate not changed except when 
lawfully cancelled; p. 53. 

Legal rate—specific through rate; pp. 
599, 1214. 

Legal rate, joint through rate; p. 1152. 

Legal rate, lowest combination; p. 748. 

Liability; shipper’s error—carrier not 
liable; p. 701. 

Long and short haul 
gressed; p. 33. 

Marking loose _ freight; p. 548. 

Minimum, ., of cars recognized on 
combination > p. 

Minimum charge rule applicable to 
through shipment; p. 

Miccemapet, carrier responsible for its; 
p 

Misquotation of rate; p. 1375. 

Misrouted shipment; p. 1376. 

Misrouted shipment—initial carrier re- 
sponsible; p. 1214. 

Misrouted shipment; p. 919. 

Misrouting account of congestion—car- 
riers’ responsibility; p. 410. 

Misrouting; shipment sent via gateway 
specified in bill of lading not mis- 
routed; p. 863. 

Mixed c. 1. rating under Rule 10, offi- 
cial classification; p. 471. 

Notice of arrival; shipper damaged by 
failure to give; p 

Private car Sokaninel empty; p. 1266. 

Rate; carrier not required to meet rate 
via competing line; p. 472. 

ae. unreasonable; remedy for; p. 


Rates, equal, via connecting routes; p. 
2 


Rates inadvertently cancelled—not in 
effect; p. 

Reconsigned car of lumber; p. 1435. 

Refusal of carrier to pnt “transpor- 
tation on reasonable request; p. 137. 

Released rates; legality of; p. ‘ 

Reshipped 1l. c L shipment—State 
switching rule not applicable to in- 
terstate traffic; p. 648. 

Reshipped 1. c. 1. shipment; p. 409. 

Reshipped 1. c. 1. shipment; p. 1330. 

anes empty package rating; p. 
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Route; shipment forwarded via _ route 
indicated by rate in bill of lading; p. 
171. 

Routing determined by port of entry 
specified in customs papers; p. 1035 

2ule in effect at time of shipment 
governs; p. 701. 

Shipper bound by his own act; p. 702. 

Shipper responsible for own errors; p. 
862. 

Switching rate, reasonable; shipper en- 
titled to; p. 1035. 

Switching; local industrial; p. 258. 

Switching rule, state, not applicable to 
interstate traffic; p. 919. 

Tank cars, empty, returning; p. 1435. 

Tariff provisions must govern; p. 1153. 

Texas state traffic; tariff applicable on; 
p. 701. 

Texas tariff applicable 
traffic; p. 409. 

Through rate, 
p. 298. 

Through shipments via rail and water; 


on interstate 


specific, the legal rate; 


138. 
Trailers and idlers; charges for recon- 
signing, etc., applicable to; p. 259. 
Undercharges, collection of; p. 1266. 
Value of time and place of shipment 
basis for loss and 
986. 
Weighing necessary 
portation; p. 199 
Weights, railroad, govern; p. 


incident to trans- 


986. 


Hines, Walker D.; appointed assistant 
Director-General; p. 1139. 

Hixon, G. E.; the 25 per cent increase 
in rates; p. 1373. 

Hodges, P. C.; work for 
men; p. 1025. 

Hoge: transit oie _ tional Live Stock 


released traffic 


Exchange vs. C. & Q. et — Cudahy 
Bros. Co. vs. C. ." N. W. see deci- 
sions of I. C. C.; p. 51. 


Holden, J. F.; assistant to Edward Cham- 
a director of the division of traffic; 


4. 
iain, W. M.; government railroad 
control; p. 800. 
Hopkins, W. M.; the railway problem; 
p. 1382. 


Huntington, C. W.; removed as president 
of Virginian Ry.; p. 1129. 

Hurd, D. F.; secretary Pittsburgh Vein 
Operators’ "Assn. of Ohio; p. 658. 

Ice; Swift & Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et. al.; 
see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 887. 

Illinois classification rates; p. 1014. 

Import rates; traffic lesson No. 29; p. 252. 

Industrial Railways case; Virginia Port- 
land Ry. Co.; see decisions of I. C. 
p. 884. 

Industrial Railways and tap lines; traf- 
tic lesson No. 34; p. 806. 

Insurance, fire, railroad; pp. 767, 791. 

Interline claim settlement; traffic lesson 
No. 39; p. 1378. 

Intermediate Rate Association; p. 581. 

Iron ore; J. E. Thropp vs. B. & L. E. 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 731. 

Iron and steel articles; Newport News 
Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Co. vs. P. 
R. R. et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 
p. 1157. 

Iron and steel; Pollak Steel Co. vs. B. & 
O. et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 

articles on on 


et 


774. 

Jackman, W._ T.; 
railway situation; pp. 1389, 
Jackson, C. H.; railroad men out 
work; p. 906. 


of 


poss, IAT SE Aa. CG. MM. & Me Dp. 

988. 

Jackson, W. J.; circular to C. & E. I. 
men; p. 391. 

Jay, Thomas; work for discarded rail- 


road employes; p. 1429. 
Kanter, Alex.; liability of common car- 


riers; p. 1091. 
Kenney, W. P.; president Great North- 


ern Ry.; p. 301. 

Keogh; J. W.; control by the incompe- 
tent; p. 1153. 

Kerns, R. L.; need for the freight so- 
licitor, p. 857; inconsistent embargoes, 


p. 908; government shipments, p. 1090; 
time for paying freight bills, p. 1154. 
Kiesele, C. E.; suggestion for improve- 
ment of claim departments; p. 979. 
Kile, O. M.; report on heavy loading of 

fertilizer; p. 1323. 
Kimsall, Ww. H.; time for paying freight 
bills; p. 1207. 
Kimes, J. C.; traffic manager U. S. Steel 
— ordnance department; p. 


178, 256, 
1202, 1258. 


Labor, railroad; pp. 13, 65, 159, 
285, 371, 446, 447, 691, 844, 
See also wages, 


mage claim; p. | 


Lahey, C. A.; assistant director of trans- 
portation, U. S. Food ~ aaaneene saben 
Washington, D. C.; p. 800 


Lake-and-rail division; Port Huron & 
Duluth S. S. Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1291. 


Lake line service established by Director- 
General; p. 204. 

Lard substitutes; Magnolia Cotton Oil 
Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; see de- 
cisions of I. C. C.; p.. 1175. 


Layton, W. L.; t. m. New England 
Westinghouse Co.; p. 1096. 
Leach, N. M.; vice president J. H. W. 


Steele Co.; p. 197. 
LEGAL DEPARTMENT. 


Advance in rates on F. O. B.. ship- 
ments; p. 1369. 

Allowance, freight, on prepaid ship- 
ments; pp. 803, 983. 

a Naat earriers’ liability for; p. 

Car; furnishing other than ordered; p. 
59 


598. 

Checking carload shipments; p. 1031. 

Claim affidavit; cost of furnishing; pp. 
914, 1264. 


Claim; sufficiency of notice of; p. 1370. 
Claim; time within which to file; pp. 
598, 


Claim; filing notice of; pp. 79, 1031. 


Claims, loss and damage; interest on; 
p. 859. 

Claims, damage; discount from invoice 
price; p. 743. 

Coal, confiscated; measure of damages 
for; p. 696. 

Coal; damages for confiscated; p. 406. 

Condition of shipment; notation regard- 
ing; p. 598. 

Conversion; carrier’s liability for; p. 
859. 

Damage to shipments billed at Porto 
Rico; p. 4, 

Damaged shipment; ownership of; p. 
249. 

Damages for delay in delivery; pp. 249, 
647. 

Damages in delayed shipment; pp. 
1146, 1213, 1369. 

Damages, measure of, for manufac- 


tured articles; p. 296. 
Damages, measure of, in 
shipments; pp. 351, 407. 
Damages, property, within 48 hours of 
arrival; p. 468. 
Damages, measure 
shipment; p. 982. 
Damages to shipment moving via rail 
and water; p. 983. 
Damages for wrongful sale by carrier; 
p. 1087. 


reconsigned 


of, in duplicate 


Damages for conversion; measure of; 
pp. 80, 1369. 

Delay in transporting empty tank car; 
p. ‘ 

Delayed shipment; consignee’s duty to 
accept; p. 1087. 

Delivery, partial, by carrier; p. 1326. 

Delivery, wrong; p. 1264. 


Delivery -to wrong person; p. 1030. 

Delivery at ncn-agency stations; pp. 23, 
1212, 1326. 

Delivery, what constitutes; pp. 24, 184. 

Demurrage on shipment held at junc- 
tion point; p. 914. 

ate ag delayed shipments in transit; 
p. 914. 


Duplicate ppmetent express charges 
in; p. 

Duplicate shipment; measure of dam- 
ages in; p. 599. 

Duplicate gerpenente; measure of value 


in; p. 
Embargoes, notice of; p. 406. 
Embargoes; status of; p. 350. 
Error of carrier’s agent; p. 802. 


Express charges in duplicate’ ship- 
ments; p. 1327. : 
Express company’s liability on _ ship- 


ment, value not declared; p. 
Floods; injury, through; p. 184. 
Freezing; carrier’s liability for; p. 1434. 
Freezing of perishables on account of 

weather and congestion; p. 860. 
Freight charges, pro rata; p. 646. 
sige 7 on goods only partly delivered; 

p. 545. 
Grain doors, 
Heater service for 1. c. 1. 

803 


leakage from; p. 545. 
shipments; p. 


Insurer's right of subrogation; p. 184. 
Liability of consignee for freight; p. 


349 

Licbility: delivery to carrier 
precedent to; p. 

Liability; consignor liable for freight 
charges; p. 545. 

Liability of carrier for goods damaged 
at transit point; p. 915. 


condition 
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Marking |. c. 1. shipments; shipper lia- 
ble for error in; p. 982. 

Middleman, measure of damages to 
shipment eee through; pp. 696, 
860, 1146, 1265 


Overcharge by ‘carrier under receiver- 
ship; p. 467 
Ownership of goods; p. 1087. 


Perishable shipments, I. c. lL; p. 1213. 
Presumption of loss; p. 1370. 
Rate, state, not applicable to interstate 


shipment; p. 696. 

Ratings, two, for one carload = ship- 
ment; p. 1326. 

Reconsignment notice not received by 
carrier; p. 296. 

Refrigeration; perishable goods with- 
out; p. 406. 


Refrigeration after notice of arrival; p. 


349. 
Refund of prepaid freight charges; p. 
Refusal to accept, consignee’s; notice 
to consignor of; p. 79. 
—— rates on express packages; p. 
9 
Released rates on animal tonic; p. 802. 
Released rates on furniture; p. 646. 
Reweighing freight, rules for; p. 802. 


Shipper’s load and count checking 
shipments; p. 183. 

Shippers’ load and count; p. 1433. 

Storage charges ‘on damaged = ship- 
ments: p. 1212. 

Storage charges from lost 


resulting 
shipment; p. 1433. 


= warehouseman’s liability for; p. 
Unclaimed shipment; notice to con- 
signor; p. 696. 


Value at point of shipment; p. 1326. 

Value at time and place of shipment; 
pp. 647, 1146. 

War tax; who pays? pp. 183, 467, 697. 

War tax on shipments delivered prior 
to Nov. 1, 1917; p. 249. 

War tax on shipment requiring switch- 
ing service; p. s 

wee tax on export shipments; pp. 545, 

War tax on import shipments; p. 1087. 

War tax applies to demurrage; p. 1433 


War tax; demurrage charges not sub- 
ject to; p. 248. 
War tax on ~wmisrouted and transit 


shipments; p. 859. 
War tax on prepaid shipments; p. 23. 
we, on in-transit shipment; p. 


Weights at destination; p. 1265. 
Wife accompanying husband; 
rates for; p. 183. 


mileage 


traffic in the present crisis; 


Lent, J. R.; 
p. 413. 

Lever food bill; p. 229. 

Liability of common Carriers; by Alex. 
Kanter; p. 1091. 

Liquor, shipment of; pp. 990, 1000. 

Live stock, from Nashville; see decis- 
ions of I. C. C.; p. 3. 


Live stock cars; Cleveland Provision Co. 
. Ann Arbor; see decisions of I. C. 
C.; p. 1398. 
Loading, freight, equipment; 
sion asks information; .. * 
Loading, heavy, of cars; 
73, 74, 194, 242, 304, 356, Ber, mnie 168, 
1082, 1205, 1267. 


commis- 


Locomotive standardization; p. 847. 

Logs; Pierpont Mfg. Co. et al. vs. 
_— see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 
Lonsdale, C. W.; solicitation of traffic 
under government control, p. 195; 


closing of off-line offices, p. 906. 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS. 


Adams Seed Co. vs. C. G. W. et al. 
(lowa); pp. 188, 189. 

— et al. vs. Wabash (Mo.); p. 

Anthony and Jones Co. vs. N. Y. C. & 
H. R. (N. Y.); p. 984. 


emg i N. Y¥. C. & H. R. (N. Y.); 
p 
Barnet et al. vs. N. Y. C. & H. R. 
(N. Y.); p. 596 
(Miss.); p. 


— vs. Y. & M. V. 
Bilby et al. A. T. & S. F. (Mo); 


p. 470. 

Blair-Baker Horse Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. (Mo.); p. 470. 

Bliss vs. S. P. (Fed. ct.); p. 1371. 

Bogart, W. F., & Co. et al. vs. Wade 
et al. (Ark.); p. 469. 


VS. 


Bone vs. Q. A. & P. aera p. 189. 
—— 
dD 


ve. ¢.. 8 & P, (Okla.); 
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Brothers vs. Ill. Cent. (Ala.); p. 469. Nugent vs. C. & N: W. (Ia.); p. 806. Markham, C. H.; aopeintes director of 

~— Grain Co. vs. Erie (N. Y.); p. L. & N 1129. 

— vs. Curry et al. (Ark.); pp. 245, 

Pe ve Keystone Driller Co. (Mo.); 
Pp 

nr al vs. C. R. I & P. et al. (Ark.); p 

Cahill & Redman et al. vs. G. N, (S. 
Dak.); p. 597. 

Carr vs. Long Island (N. Y.); p. 916. 

Cawley, D., Co. et al. vs. W. F. & N. 

_W. (Okla.); p. 1211. 

Chapman vs. Fargo (N. Y.); p. 984. 

ane va. G:C & G,-F. (Tex.); p. 

Commercial Nat'l Bank vs. S. A. L. 
(N. C.); p. 1268. 

Crow vs. Bush (Mo.); p. 649. 

Cudahy . Packing Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
(Mo.); p. 916. 

Cudahy Packing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 


(Mo.); p. os 
Daniels vs. N. 
| * ged va. ¥. &. 


P. (Ore.); p. 1148. 
& P. (Ga.); pp. 861, 


Reed John, Plow Co. vs. American 
Express (Mo.); p. 1432. 
Der Bogosian vs. A. T. & S. F. (Mo.); 


p. 1268. 
Dickerson vs. Erie (N. Y.); p. 698. 
Dixon vs. S. P. (Nev.); p. 1268. 
a Speco Ce; V8..-S. FP. ON. ¥.)s 
p. ; 
Dye vs. D. & R. G. (Kan.); p. 78. 
Elk City, First Nat’] Bank of, et al. 


vs. St. L. & S. F. (Okla.); p. 917. 
Ely vs. Barrett (N. Y.); p. 353. 
Emery, KE. H., & Co. vs. Wabash et al. 
(Ta.); Pp. =_ 
Ferebee vs. A. C. L. (S. —_ p. 985. 
Pyatceer vs. N. Y.-C. & H. (Mass.); 
Gibbons va. G, H. @& 8S. A. -:(Tex.); p. 
Paty vs. C. & N. W. (S. Dak.); p. 
Grand Trunk Western vs. U. S. (Fed. 
ct.); p. 1269. 
Greenberg vs. C. M. & St. P. (Minn.); 
p 


Grossman, Emil, Mfg. Co. vs. N. Y. C. 
et al. (N. Y.y; p. 744. 
Gum vs. St. L. & S. F. (Mo.); p. 24. 


oe age Co. vs. M. & W. (Vt.); 


p. ‘ 
Helburn Thompson Co. vs. All Ameri- 
cans Mercantile Corp. et al. (N. Y.); 


p. 188. 

Higgins vs. Boston & Maine (New 
Hampshire); p. 245. 

Hill Mfg. Co. vs. N. O. M. & C. 


(Miss.); pp. 1033, 1034. 

Hocking Valley Fire Clay Co. vs. G. N. 
(Wis.); p. 408. 

ras Bros. Co. vs. Southern (Ga.); 
Pp. 3 

International Land and Investment Co. 


(Fed. ct.); p. 697. 
— va. T. St. L. & W. (Mo.); p. 


Kansas City bie? an Co. va:-T.: & G. 
N. (Tex.); p. 469. 

Keeney vs. C. B..& Q. (Ia.); p. 1325. 

Kiser vs. Merchants Transfer Co. 
(Ky.); pp. 596, 597. 

Lagomarsino vs. Pacific-Alaska Nav. 
Co. (Wash.); pp. 596, 597. 

Lewis & Adcock Co. vs. 
(Tenn.); p. 744. 

Marsh Milling & Grain Co. vs. Guar- 
ge See Bank of Ardmore (Okla.); 
Pp. A 

Massey vs. T. & P. (Tex.); p. 547. 

“ev et al. vs. Ill. Cent. (Ind.); p. 


Southern 


Ss vs. C. M. & St. P. (Minn.); 

MeElrath oo a se CR: 2b -a FP 
(Okla.); p. 353. 

McNamara et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. et 
al. (Ia.); p. 299. 

Midland Linseed Co. vs. Am. Liquid 
Fireproofing Co. et al. (Ia.); p. 805. 


Miner, J. H., Saw Mfg. Co. vs. N. O. 
& N. E. (Miss.); p. 1371. 

Missouri Iron & Metal Co. vs. T. & P. 
(Tex.); pp. 188, 189. 

Morgan vs. C. & N. W. (Wis.); p. 861. 

Morris vs. Southern (Ga.); p. 917. 

Nabors, W. A., Fruit Co. vs. Ft. Worth 
& D. C. (Tex.); p. 547. 

National Enameling and Stamping Co. 
vs. Granite City & M. B. L. et al. 
(Iowa); p. Wy 

Nelson, H. & Co. vs. C. & N. W. 
(Neb. ); .p. Agr 

Norfolk, National Bank of Commerce of, 
vs. Cc. & O. of Ind. (Va.); p. 1034. 

Novit vs. Q. A. & P. (Tex.); p, 215. 


L. & 


885 
Lentatite & Nashville case; 


Lumber; 


Lumber; 
& 


Mail; 


Oden- ae Lumber Co. vs. 
(Ala.); p. 409. 
Oriental Oil Co. vs. H. & T. C. (Tex.); 


p. 24. 
Ott vs. A. T. & S. F. (Kan.); p. 409. 
Owensboro Banking Co. vs. Buck 


(Ala.); p. 805. 
Painesville Nat. Bank vs. 
al. (Colo.); p. 860. 
Pastene, P., & Co., 


Hannan et 


Inc., vs. First 


= ty Bank of Nogales (Ariz.); p. 
Persky vs. GC. & S. F. (Tex.); p. 
Philadelphia & Reading vs. U. S. 

(Fed. ct.); p. 745. 


Plass vs. Barrett (N. Y3. p.- 299. 

Pleasant River Granite Co. et al. vs. 
N. P. (Maine); p. 24. 

Porter xe Wells Fargo & Co. (Tex.); 


p. 126 
Pruitt vs. C. R. I. & P. (Okla.); p. 984. 


Geen et al. vs. C. & N. W. (Neb.); 
p. 
Ratcift-.ct alL-vse. H. E. & W. T. 
(Tex.); p. 1147. 
Reed vs. I. & G. N. (Tex.); p. 1371. 
Reynolds vs. Hathaway et al. (Neb.); 
p. 1033. f 
G: Cc. & S..-¥.--Wex);. & 


Rhodes vs. 
1211. 
Robinson vs. Bush (Mo.); pp. 649, 650. 
‘tosenbaum vs. N. P. (Wash.); p. 1211. 
Russell et al. vs. Considine et al. 
(Kan.); p. 78. 
Sandlin vs. A. C.°L. (Fla.); p. 1432. 
Schaff Bros. vs. C. & E. (Ind.); p. 77. 
Sheppard, C. W., Cotton Co. vs. N. O. 
M. & C. (Miss.); pp. 1033, 1034. 
— vs. King et al. (Mich.); pp. 245, 


South Texas Lumber Co. vs. Wolvin 
Line (Tex.); p. 469. 

Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. Southern 
(Ga.); p. 862. 

—_. Express Co. vs. Malone (Ala.); 
p. E 

Stallings vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. (Ark.); 
pp. 861, 862. 


Stockman vs. Boston & Maine (Me.); 


Dp. 5. 
Swift & Co. vs. P. R. R. Co. (Fed. ct.); 


p. 1088. 
igh ge Duluth S. S. & A. (Minn.); 
p. d 
Teufel vs. D. & R. G. (Colo.); p. 1432. 
= Brokers Co. vs. 8S. P. (Ore.); p 
Walker vs. Ill. Cent. (Miss.); p. 353. 


tw. hoy vs. Q. A. & P. (Tex.); pp. 77, 


Wells, Fargo & Co. vs. Sprague (Tex.); 


Pp 
bt. erage vs. M. K. & T. (Okla.); p. 


Woldert Grocery Co. vs. T. & P. 
(Tex.); p._ 469. 

Found, A, 2... & Co. ¥s.. G. BR: &- 1. 
(Mich.); p. 1033. 

Zerilli vs. Ross ee); p. 24. 

Zidell vs. Ft. W. R. G. (Tex.); p. 


1088. 


Zimmerman ys. N. P. (Minn.); p. 1372. 


sup. report of Commis- 
see decisions of I. C. 


N. case; 
o's to aa 
answers of 
President Smith to questions of Com- 
mission; p. 462 


as Geo.; heavy loading of cars; p. 
4. 
Lowrie, J. W.; t. m. Bamberger Electric 


Railroad Co.; p. 595. 

Honaker Lumber Co., Inc., et 
al. vs. N. & W. et al.; see decisions 
of E C..C.; -p. 876. 


Lumber; Spokane Lumber Co. vs. G. N. 


et a. ete.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 
Dp. A 
Lumber minimum; hearing on proposal 


to raise; p. 424. 
Bascom-Porter Co. vs. A. T. 
F.; see decisions of I. C: C.; p. 


; Bascom-French Co. et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; see decisions of 


I. C. C.3-p. 326. 
Lumber; Libby Lumber Co. vs. G. N.; 
see dicisions of I. C. C.; p. 156. 
Macaroni products; National Assn. of 


Macaroni and Noodle Mfgrs. of Amer- 
ica vs. A. . S. et al; see decisions 
of I. C. C.; p. 1400. 


Maher, N. D., appointed director of Po- 


cahontas region; p. 1131. 
transportation of, delay in, etc.; 
pp. 152, 971, 1154. 


Mangelsdort Seed Co.; heavy loading of 


cars; p. 7 


Allegheny. region; p 

Marking rules, unifoew: p. 446. 

Martin, A. J.; unification of railroad o};)- 
eration; p. 544. 

Marvin, J. H.; objects to criticism of 
Railroad Administration; p. 465. 

Maxwell, A. J.; decision in Royster Ji:- 
ano case; p. 1373. 

McAdoo appointments and general or- 
ders; see —, general. 

McGregor, L. H.; objects to criticism of 
Railroad hlimaialetterion: p. 4, 

McLaughlin, T. J.; keep the home fires 
burning; p. 1093. 

MeMurtrie, Douglas C.; duty of the em- 
ployer in the reconstruction of the 
crippled soldier; p. 1333. 

Meador, Witias hk a. Aviouse Easi - 
ern; p. 355. 

Milk; Merrell-Soule Co. vs. B. ty O. et 
al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; 4 

Milk: H. P. Hood & Sons vs. B. & M. 
-. al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; ». 
123. 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS. 


Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. A. C. & 
Y. et al. and same vs. Mich. Ceni. 
et al.; cases 8297 and 8386; reopened; 
p. 1040. 

Advanced rates; 
No. 7316 issued 
G. O. No. 28; p. 

Advanced rates; 15th section order No. 
666 issued in accordance with G. O. 
No. 28, p. 1186; extended to Can- 
adian and non-government controlled 
roads, p. 1421. 


fourth section order 
Pe accordance with 


Anthracite coal; I. and S. 1111; sup- 
plemental order; p. 706. 
Boston Brick Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; 


cases 7661 and 7786; order rescinded: 


p. 913. 
Campbell’s Creek Railroad Co. vs. Ann 


Arbor et al.; case 5584; order va- 
cated; p. 86 
No. 8182; orders in; p. 


= case; 

Cement case, western; docket No. 8082: 
effective date postponed; p. 1221. 

Cement cases; I. & S. 257, I. & S. 339, 
I. & S. 382, I. & S. 406, I. & S. 408. 
I. & S. 463, I. & S. 728, I. & S. 819 
(No. 2), I. & S. 985, I. & 8S. 9650. 
case 5914, case 8019, case 8294, case 
8321, case 8321 (sub. No. 1), case 
8453, case 8490, case 8824, case 8932: 
fourth section orders 7260 and 7261; 
effective dates postponed; p. 1270. 

Clay County Produce Co. vs. Western 
Union; case 8917; unrepeated mes- 
sage case; reopened; p. 355. 

Coal; case 6917 and related sub. Nos.: 
Hayden Bros. Coal Corp. et al. vs. 
D. & S. L. et al; soft coal from 
mines in Oak Hill district to points 
in Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri, Iowa 
—t S. Dakota; orders modified ; p. 

Cutler-Maner Co. vs. M. St. P. & S.S. 
M. et al.; case 9319; effective date 
postponed; p. 307. 


Dimmitt-Caudle-Smith Live Stock Com- 
mission Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 9131; supplemental order ex- 
tending scale; p. 442. 

Duluth Commercial Club et al. vs. P. 
Co. et al.; case 8628; effective date 
changed; p. 458. 

Dupont, E. I., de Nemours Powder Co. 
vs... & BY, case 9277; re- 
opened; p. 926. 

Excursion fares; special permission No. 
47100; p. 1322. 


et al.; 


Fifteen Per Cent case; supplementa! 
order; p. 1030. 
Fifteenth sect. order No. 750; cancels 


15th sect. order 600; authorizes in- 
creases in rail-and-water rates, etc.: 
p. 1322. 

Forest products from northwestern 
maeee: I. S. 912; rehearing ordered: 
p. % 

Iowa, state of, vs. Wabash et al.; ef- 


fective date changed; p. 

Iowa, state of, vs. Ann Arbor et al.: 
cases 8477, 3464, 3464 subs. 1 to &. 
3465; order modified; p. 85. 

Iowa Commission vs. Ann Arbor et 
al.; case 8477; order amended; p. 248. 

Kerr, A. H., & Co., and Kerr Glass 
Mfg. Co. vs. Sand Springs Ry. et al.; 
case 8180; reopened; p. 862. 

La. & Pine Bluff Ry. divisions; I. & S. 
11; ordered to show cause by July 
15 a order should not be entered: 
p. 1278. 

Lourie Mfg. Co. vs. C. N. et al.; case 
8496; order modified; p. 1432. 
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loz ini . 128; Contract—speedy transportation; Emil} Rates, publication of; Draper vs. G. F. 
a “Grossman Mfg. Co. Inc. vs. N. ¥.C.| & A. (Ga.); p. 699 


inquiry initiated; p. 866. 
Michigan percentage case; 
date postponed; p. 178. 
Michigan percentage cases; case 9325; 
order modified; p. 716. 
Missouri fares; ‘fafteenth section order 
No. 400; p. 
New Orleans- Texas commodities; I & 
S. 1086; suspension order vacated; p. 


85. 
Oriental Textile Mills vs. A. & V. et 
al.; case 9236; rehearing ordered, Pp. 


effective 


1046; effective date postponed, p. 
1424, 

Pardee, C., Works vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
et al.; case 4743; order modified; p. 
26. 


Peoria Board of Trade vs. A. T. & S&S. 
F. et al.; case 8347; reopened; p. 926. 

Philadelphia Commercial Exchange vs. 
N. Y. Cc. & H. R. et al.; case 7608; 

_ order vacated; p. gg 

Pollak Steel Co. vs. & O. et al; case 
9380; effective date Patan p. 1222. 

Released rates order of May 17; PD. 
1139 


Reparation orders; cases 5781, 17063, 
7652, 7861, 8575, 8925, 9013; p. 242. 

Richmond Chamber of Commerce; case 
4611; effective date changed; p. 84. 

Routing of freight; railroads author- 
ized to protect rate over route des- 
ignated by shipper; p. 971. 

Safety appliances; ex parte 33; time of 
orders extended; p. 302. 

Sioux City Commercial Club Traffic Bu- 
reau vs. A. & W. et al.; case 8301; 
order modified; p. 133. 

Sioux City Live Stock Exchange vs. 
St. P. M. & O. et al.; case 7110; or- 
ders modified; p. 716. 

Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co. vs. L. 
& N. et al.; case 4800; effective date 
postponed; p. 4, 

Toledo Commerce Club, ete.; case No. 
7761; carriers authorized to comply 
on one day’s notice; p. 474. 


Water rates; 15th sect. order No. 600 
amended; p. 1024. 
MISCELLANEOUS TRAFFIC DECI- 


SIONS. 


Bills of lading, filing; Southern vs. 
Lewis & Adcock Co. (Tenn.); p. 746. 

Bill of lading; Service et al. vs. Sump- 
ter Valley (Ore.); p. 804. 


Carmack amendment—waiver; Cudahy 
~~ Co. vs. C. & -N. W. (Mo.); 
p. . 

Carmack amendments; Clark vs. 
Southern (Ind.); p. 1431. 

Carriers, who are? Cushing et al. vs. 


White (Wash.); p. 1210. 

Cars, furnishing of; Texas Midland vs. 
O’Kelley et al. (Tex.); p. 1328. 

Cars, demand for; C. of Ga. vs. Rabun 
(Ga.); p. 247. 

Cigarettes, sale of; Post Printing and 


Publishing Co. vs. Brewster (Kan.); 
p. 300. 
Classification; L. & N. vs. Newell 


(Ala.); p. 547. 

Coal cars; W. Va. Commission vs. B. 
& O. (W. Va.); p. 246. 

Coal cars; Illinois Commission vs. B. & 
O. (Ill.); p. 246. 

Commission powers; Chestnut Ridge 
Ry. Co. vs. U. S. (Fed. ct.); p. 1211. 

Commission orders; Chestnut Ridge Ry. 
Co. vs. U. S. (Fed. ct.); p. 1210. 

Commission, power of; in re coal rates 
in New Mexico (N. M.); p. 916. 

Commission, powers of; B. & QO. vs. 
state commission (W. Va.); Reliance 


Elevator Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
(Minn.); p. 247. 

Commission orders and powers; Abi- 
lene & S. et al. vs. State et al. 
(Texas); p. 407. 

Commission’s order; Menasha Wood- 
enware Co. vs. Wisconsin Commis- 
sion (Wis.); p. 650. 

Commission’s order; Cahill and Red- 
man et al. vs. G. N. (S. Dak.); p. 


596. 

Commodities clause; Ketchum ys. D. & 
R. G. et al. (Fed. ct.); p. 1033. 

Common carriers; Taylor vs. Wells 
Fargo (Fed. ct.); p. 1372. 

Common carriers; Williams vs. Kings- 
ton Mfg. Co. (N. C.); p. 985. 

Common carrier; Cushing et al. vs. 
White (Wash.); p. 1210. 

Complaints; Taylor-Williams Coal Co. 
vs. Ohio Commission (Ohio); p. 1269. 

Concurrences, filing; Carolina Spruce 
re vs. Black Mountain (Tenn.); p. 
746. 


ot ak .<m. ¥3; Pp. 14 45. 
Contract, obligation of; B. 
State Commission (W. Va.); 


e O. vs. 
247. 


Coates Clark vs. Southech. “(ind. ); 

Dp. 

ae ee Cc. & O. Coal and Coke 
Co. vs. & O. C. (Fed. ct.); p. 185. 

mh Me Stich, Cent. vs. U. 8S. 


(Fed. ct.); p. 351. 

Demurrage; Mt. Clemens Sugar Co. vs. 
G. T. €Mich.); p. 699. 

Deusen -aaiine tracks; P. C. C. & 
St. L. vs. Freedom Oil Works (Pa.); 
p. 7465. 

Demurrage—tank cars; P. C. C. & St. 
a vs. Freedom Oil Works (Pa.); p. 
745. 

Demurrage—explosives; P. C. C. & St. 
L. vs. Freedom Oil Works (Pa.); p. 
745. 

Demurrage; C, R. I. & P. et al. vs. Ball 
& Philpot (Ark.); p. 1372. 


Discrimination; Southern vs. Lewis & 
Adcock Co. (Tenn.); p. 746. 
Discrimination; Rivett Lumber 


and 

Coal Co. of Benson et al. vs. C. & N. 
W. (Neb.); p. 1372. 

Discrimination; Illinois Commission ex 
rel Springfield Drain Tile Co. vs. IIl. 


Cent. (Ifl.); p. 1147. 

Discrimination; Cummings Sand & 
— Ce. ve. M. & Bt. be Cia); pp: 
ov. 


Discrimination; Ala. Cent. vs. Alabama 


Commission (Ala.); p. 185 
Federal Court; National Elevator Co. 
vs. C. M. & St. P. (Fed. Ct.); p. 407. 
Federal law; C. & O. of Ind. vs. Nat’l. 
Bank of Commerce of Norfolk (Va.); 


p. 1032. 

Findings; State Commission ys. Ter- 
minal R. R. Association (Ill.); p. 247. 

Government control; Ralston Bus. 
Men's Ass’n. et al. vs. Bush (Neb.); 
p. 1431. 

Information, disclosing of; S. A. L. vs. 
N. Car. (Sup. Ct.); p. 77. 


Interest and overcharges; Service et al. 
vs. Sumpter Valley (Ore.); p. 804. 
Interstate Commerce; Service et al. vs. 
Sumpter Valley (Ore.); p. 804. 
I. C. C. powers; Producers’ Transp. 
= vs. Calif. Commission (Calif.); p 
i. ©. Cc. endera, 
A. T. & S. F. 

p. 186. 
Interstate shipment; Adair vs. 
(Ga.); p. 547. 
Interstate > 
N. Y¥. C. &H 


findings, proceedings; 
vs. Spiller (Fed. Ct.); 


A ©. Ts 


Barnet et al. vs. 
(N. Y.); p. 596. 
Interstate doieiaie: Haglin-Stahr Co. 

vs. M. & W. (Vt.); p. 699. 
Interstate shipments; C. & O. of Ind. 

vs. National Bank of Commerce of 

Norfolk (Va.); p. 1032. 
Judicial powers; D. & S. L. vs. GC. B. 

& Q. et al. (Colo.); p. 804. 
Jurisdiction; Reliance Elevator 

C. M. & St. P. (Minn.); p. 247. 
Jurisdiction, concurrent; Baird Bros. 

vs. M. & St. L. (Ia.); p. 186. 
Liability for freight; Southern Flour & 

Grain Co. vs. S. A. L. 
Liquor, intoxicating; M. > 

Danciger et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1032. 
Liquor; transportation of; S. A. L. vs. 

N. Car. (Sup. Ct.); p. 77. 
Misrouting; Wooster vs. C. & N. W. 
publication and distribu- 


(Wis.); p. 650 
Newspapers, 
tion of; Post Printing and Publish- 
ing Co. vs. Brewster (Kan.); p. 300. 
Overcharge; Taylor-Williams Coal Co. 
vs. Ohio Commission (Ohio); p. 1269. 


Co. vs. 


a Evans vs. A. C. L. (S. C.); 
Dp 
Pipe lines; Producers’ Transp. Co. vs. 


California Commission (Calif.); p. 186. 
Powers, concurrent; IIl. Commission Vs. 

B. & O. S. W. (ill.) ; p. 247. 
Presumptions; Anderson ys. 

¥.s ye. 1632: 
Published rates; A. T. & 


Erie (N. 
S. F. vs. Young 


et al. (Kan.); p. 1147. 
Rates, reduced; Anderson vs. Erie (N. 
Y.); p. 1432. , 
Rate order; A. T. & S. F. et al. vs. 
State (Okla.); C. R. I. & P. vs. Col- 


orado Commission (Colo.); Towers et 


=. vs. Kensington Ry. Co. (Md.); p. 
Rates; A. T. & S. F. vs. Spiller (Fed. 
Ce); pv. 167. 
Rates; State ex rel R. R. Commission 


vs. L. O., P. 


W. & S. (Fla.); p. 352. 
Rates, 


reasonable; State ex rel Turn- 
(T11.); p. 468. 


bull vs. C. P. & St. L. 


Rates — discrimination—division; Caro- 
lina Spruce Co. vs. Black Mountain 
(Tenn.); p. 746. 

Rates, division of; D. & S. L. vs. C. B. 
& Q. et al. (Colo.); p. 804. 

Rates, freight; St. L. & S. F. vs. First 
Nat’l Bank of Elk City et al. (Okla.); 


p. 916. 

Rates; in re Independent Sewer Pipe 
Co. (Fed Ct., —— p. 1147. 

Rates; A. T. F. vs. Wagner 
(Kan.); p. 1398. 


Rates, freight; unreasonable; M. K. & 


7 Kansas Commission (Kan.); 
1431. 
Rates, pias: Clark vs. Southern (Ind.); 


Released rates; Dickerson vs. Erie (N. 

Reparation; AT & 3. F vs. Spiller 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 187. 

Service, special; Stettings vs. C. R. I. 
& P. et al. (Ark.); p. 862. 

Sidetracks; Ala. Cent. vs. 
Commission (Ala.); p. 185. 

Sidetracks; Washington & Old Domin- 
= vs. Royster Guano Co. (Va.); p. 

8. 

Spur track; Menasha Woodenware Co. 
vs. Wisconsin Commission et al. 
(Wis.); p. 650. 

State courts; C. & W. Coal Co. vs. P. 
Co. (Ohio); p. 1147. 

State regulations (Ia.); p. 187. 

Switching charges; Consumers’ League 
0 nee vs. C. & S. (Colo.); p. 


Switching charge; Duluth Commercial 
Club vs. N. P. (Minn.); p a 

Switching service; Cummings Sand & 
_— Co. vs. M. & St. L. (Ia.); p. 


Tariff provision; Reliance Elevator Co. 
vs. C. M. & St. P. (Minn.); p. 247. 
Tariffs, intermediate’ stations; WNa- 
tional Elevator Co. vs. C. M. & St. 

P. (Fed. Ct.); p. 408. 

Taxing cars; Vera Chemical Co. vs. 
State (N. ie: "Bate v p. + 

Through traffic; State vs. C. M. & St. 
P. (Minn.); p. 

Undercharges; ey ~y & S. F. vs. Young 
et al. (Kan.); p. 1147. 


Alabama 


Undercharges; A. T. & S. F. vs. Wag- 
ner (Kan.); p. 1328. 
‘Mitchell, E. A.; the new demurrage 
rules; p. 243. 
Monks, J. J.; president Pittsburgh 


Traffic Club; p. 1381 


Motor truck transportation; pp. 123, 320. 

Motor truck post routes; p. 6. 

Mueller, .Herman; time _ for paying 
freight bills; p. 1029. 

N. A. R. & U. C. bulletin to state com- 
yaetene on government operation; p. 

National Industrial Traffic League; 


spring meeting; pp. 560, 616. 

New Orleans, the port of; p. 1099. 

N. Y. Barge Canal; pp. 904, 1423. 

New York canal system; by W. W. 
Wotherspoon; p. 81. 

M. J. BM. Ee. & H.; relief obtained from 
government; p. 727. 

Norman, L. M.; inefficient claim han- 
dling; p. 1026. 

Noxon, F. W.; government ownership 
of railroads; p. 1090. 

Off-line officials discontinued, etc.; : 
790, 858, 869, 897, 906, 907, 925, 978, 
979, 1025, 1026, 1029, 1074, 1081, 1085, 
1140, 1214. 

Official classification; docket of commit- 
tee hearings; pp. 375, 2. 

Oil investigation; pp. 712, 754. 

Oil; transportation and shortage of; pp. 
539, 747, 1038. 

Ore—grain committee appointed by Di- 
rector Aishton; p. 1204. 

Otterson, J. G.; justifies criticism of 
Railroad Administration; p. 707. 

Overman law; pp. 345, 694, 742, 810, 823, 
7 880, 936, 937, 999, 1038, 1086, 1145, 

Palmer, Henry A.; control of railroads 
after the war; p. 654. 

Panama canal; p. 307. 

Panama canal and railroad rates; traffic 
lesson No. 28; p. 138. 


Pancoast, F. W.; says criticism of Rail- 
mood Administration is justified; p. 


Paper; Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs 
Ss. P. & S. et al.; see decisions of 
I. C. C.; p. 1114. 

Parcel post; shipment of farm products 
by; p. 1263. 
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Passenger service; reduction of; pP. 48, | Salaries of railroad men; pp. 66, 371, 447,| Towage service; Clinton vs. Smith and 
58, 121, 306, 423, 449, 538, 790, 898, 1079 641, 689, 749. Terry, Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1872. Re 
1244. Safety section created by Director-Gen-| Wages; Naughton vs. MeWilliams et al. ( 
Passes; pp. 450, 537, 686, 748. eral; p. 370. (N. Y.); p. 803. | 
Payne, John Barton; appointed general| Scandrett, H. A.; assistant director of| War, effect of; W. R. Grace & Co., Sh 
counsel ee of Rail- meg | and commerce counsel, U. P.; eae 4 “", Luckenbach 5! S. Co., Ince., ; 
roads; et a e p ‘ 
Peanuts; Pinidelity Cotton Oil Co. et al. Odenethe. O. F.; German use of canals; War embargo; the Allanwilde (N. J.); So 
vs. A. & V. et al.; see decisions of ae “.. aie seal ose p. 698. 
E C.. ¢.: p 2%. ecor, N. .; traffic manager s Mo- ae ——— 
Peanuts; Houston, Tex., chamber of| tor Works; p. 254. Shipping or “sailing’’ days for freight; Te 
Commerce et al. vs. S. P. et al.; see} Sectionalism in use of cars; pp. 194, 403. pp. 476, 661. 
decisions of I. C. G P. -_, ” — issuance of; jurisdiction over; wee oe ee (H. R. 12099 ' 
Peddler car service; Swift jo. vs. P. p. . an p. 7 Te 
c. Cc. & St. L.; decisions of I. C. C.;]| Security owners; attitude of toward|Short lines and government control; pp. 
p. 489. ; government control of railroads; p. 176. 95, 119, 163, 230, 273, 26, 457, 639, 756, Ti 
Peddler cars; oun, & Co. t & bg C. | Seibels, a transportation in Ger- B8 6 ye re 1133, 1201, 1231, 
& St. L.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p.| many; p. 708. y 1255, 4, 6, Bins 
1345. Senate inquiry into transportation con- | Side tracks, private; Director-General’s : 
Vemterer, J. C., Co.; detention of cars; pt geod ¥ ~~" of Commission’s spe- ae Rg 8 AS ee Be 
Period. of government control; pp. 49, 64,] Settle W. H. et al. vs. B. & O.; com- facturing Co. vs. B. & O. et al. and ss 
119, 121, 163, 225, 277, 331, 339, 392, 454.| bination lower than through rate; de-| fourth section application 1605; see de- ala 
Petroleum tailings; American Refining cision of Fed. Ct.; pp. 1110, 1112. cisions of I. C. C.; p. 327. Sw 
Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. et al.; see de-| Ship control committee; p. 253. Smith, M. H., president of L. & N.; pol- - . 
cisions of I. C. C.; p. 1398. Shipbuilding program, etc.; pp. 72, 131,} icy of L. & N. in matter of railroad a 
Physical connection; "John Montano et al. 404, 699, 737, 768, 863, 1023. compensation; p. 707. | 
vs. P. GC. C. & St. L. et al.; see de-| Shipper, service for, under government |Smith, J. J.; advance in iron ore rates; 9 ay 
cisions of I. C. C.; p. 561. operation; pp. 858, 897, 901, 906, 907, tia te ae : sia ~— 
Ploss, H. W.; president Milwaukee 980, 1081, 1112. : s i — “4 amey: puaueste swearing in pe 
Traffic Club; p. 411. Shippers’ cars and private car lines; Solicitati 7 — p. . , ‘ owit 
Poindexter bill; pp. 581, 631, 705, 727, 740. traffic lesson No. 35; p. 911. — o pg =a peveenmen: : a 
Politics in rate-making; p. 1231. Shippers’ representation in railroad ad- yy oeb . "bes ‘sak "s = , , swil 
Pooling of revenues on freight; p. 273. ministration; pp. 25, 160, 287, 539, 671, pe Me 796, 857, 858, 1429; see also = 
—, | Ty gg 2 o- pew stipes Southern ‘classification: docket of com- = 
Poultry; Live Poultry, & Dairy Ship-|SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. Pg gl gy A estab- Tap 
pers Aen ver TG. Gs p. Ti8 | <Conerete ships: p. 768. , “lished; p. 970. , C. 
Powell, H. G.: ‘ta., tlle Cent. R.R.| Lake shipping mobilization; p. 754. Southern Traffic League organized; p. Dp. 
oy St. be Bg 411. . Pre Schwab, Chas. M.; director-general of 1243. Tap 
Precedence for movement of commod- gti ge ER l 131 eo ey C. B.; heavy loading of wel 
ities; p. 67. < Pe a hi iis ie eg = ; ‘ Paw 
Preference freight service; Traffic Les- ee — see shipbuilding nent - s: pei cee gg ge A ra 
son No. 37; p. 1156. ‘ Suits against Emergency Fleet Cor-| coaches: Pp. 25. ; ities 10: 
Prector-General: pp. 1108, 1128, 1208, 1344. ,, poration; p. 864. ; Spotting, charge for; Stewart Iron Co. Taxe 
Private cars; demurrage on; 626. oe ee shipping; control of; ae +. = ys et al.; see decisions of Ee 
Pe 1508 inquiry; pp. 33, ” 300, 1055,/ Wooden ship controversy; p. 252. Spotting charges; traffic lesson No. 33; ms... 
aaa spiiaaenl p. 705. “ele 
iri ear lines; Traffic Lesson No. 35; SHIPPING DECISIONS. Spotting nd, switching charges; pp. 487, te 
, } 540, 587, . a c 
Priority orders abolished by order of R.| \preements; the Rebecca R. Douglass Seuive, a: ioe shipping box as a 
S. Lovett; p. 23. (N. Y.); p. 1089. war-time economy; p. 709. 
Prouty, C. A.; director of division of] Charter, breach of; Arrus vs. Consoli- | Stafford. H. B.; traffic manager, Ameri- TEN 
public service and accounting, U. S. dated Coal Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p.| can Agricultural Chemical o.; p. 255. Ae 
Railroad Administration; p. 287. ann ‘aia as see Stannes, WH: time for paying freight ¢ 
Pullman Company under government op- ‘harterer; the Carro ed. 5 P| bills; p. 1268. An 
eration of railroads; p. 1232. ‘.. J os ’ __ | Steel rails; W. Va. Rail Co. vs. C. & O. C 
.| Charters; Clinton vs. Smith and Terry, et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 495. 4 
Purchases under eryernnnent ae Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1372. Steel rails; W. Va. Rail Co. vs. C. & O. An 
pp. 537, 591, 616, 689, 796, , ‘| Charters; White et al. vs. Upper Hud-| et al.; see decisions of I. C. C.; p. 1403. e 
1142, 1264. son Stone Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p.| Stone; Ernst ee _vs. C. 1. & Li: rt 
Rail-ocean rates; Traffic Lesson No. 29; 1327. see decisions of I. C. C.: p. 769. An 
p. 3 Contract, breach of; Horace Turner &|Stone: State of Wnevnnd et al. vs. B. c 
Railroad ae: see govern- se vs. Munson S. 8S. Line (Ala.); p. - F ry et al., ete.; see decisions of Bu 
ment operation. , % es 2: Be C 
Railroad control law; hearings on, dis-| Contracts; London-Savannah — Naval | Stopping-in-transit privilege; traffic les- e 
cussion of, amendments to, and pas- Stores Co. vs. S. Atlantic S. S. Line son No. 33; p. 704. I 
sage of; pp. 62, 70, 119, 152, 163, 207, (Fed. Ct.); p. 1327. Storage, freight; traffic lesson No. 33; p. Bu 
225, 273, 277, 381, 319, 331, 343, 367, Damage; Horace Turner & Co. vs. 702. v 
392, 454, 458, 533, 559, 583, 593, 636, 640. Munson S. S. Line (Ala.); p. 246. Storage rules and charges, track: traffic e 
Rajlroad statistics for 1916; p. 1040. Damage to cargo; the Ogeechee (Fed. lesson No. 32; p. 601. 1 
Railway mail pay; p. 273. Ct.); p. 1211. 7 : Stover, R. L.; railroads under govern- Cal 
Railway revenues; for October and ten] Damages to cargo; Compani Maratime ment control; p. 466. C 
months of 1917, p. 22; November and Francaise vs. Meyer et al. (Fed. Ct.); | Sugar; southeastern sugar cases; see de- Pp 
11 months, p. 283; December and 12 p. 1327. cisions of I. C. C.; p. 567. Cal 
months, p. 593; January, p. 1141; Feb- Damages for breach; Clinton vs. |Sugar from New Orleans: see decisions e 
ruary and two months, p. 1141; March Smith and Terry, Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. of I. C. C.; p. 1007. c 
' and three months, p. 1204; April and 1373. ; Suits against carriers; venue of, etc.; pp. Cal 
; four months, p. 1364. Demurrage; Dick Chiarello & Bros. vs. 789, 823, 845, 900, 1203, 1323. & 
i Rat. euterumnantion of; P 1154. , c RK. R. of N. J. et al. (MN. Y¥.) p. —— Ca 
ah te-making power under governmen ; PR ’ & 
3h) operation; pp. 13, 49, 50, 56, 118, 163,| Demurrage, suit for; Mikkelson vs. a ee Cnr Poa Cer 
if i 176, 225, 276, 277, 319, 331, 343, 392, 401, cargo of sugar (Fed. Ct.); p. 1212. Adamson eight-hour law; Fort Smith & E 
atl 403, 423, 454, 458, 464, "487, 533, 536,| Harter act; the Carisbrook (Mass.); p. Western vs. A. L. Mills; p. 1112. 4 
igh 583, 642, 1137, 1167, 1187, 1366. 746. ; Bowling Green case; L. & N. vs. U. S. Chi 
ats Reconsigned freight embargoed; p. 96. Liability, limitation of (Fed. Ct.); p. A. and I. C. C.;-pp. 50, 129. & 
at Reconsignment; Traffic Lesson No. 33;| 1373. ; Claim, time for filing; Louisville Ce- 1 
ake p. 704. Liability of consignee; Castle et al. vs. ment Co. vs. I. C. C.; pp. 653, 1012, D 
ii ; Reconsignment rules; decision of I. C. C., Swedish America_ Mexico Line, Ltd. 1055. Cos 
lie interpretation thereof, etc.; pp. 99, 249, (Fed. Ct.); p. 187. 7 Desne-Taaneer Lumber Co. et al. vs. s 
353, 453, 695, 741, 783, 865, 917, 919, 982.| Liability of owner; the Morgan (Fed. S. P. et al.; pp. 190, 208, 224. “ Cos 
Refund of prepaid charges; by W. H. Ct.); p. 187. ay Wieste passenger fare case; pp. 129, . 
Chandler; p. 73. Liability of owner; Castiglione Vs. BP ie 319. ne Cos 
Regulation; investigation by Congress Austro-American S. S. Co. (N. Y.); —_ traffic; Webb-Kenyon law; S. 9: 
and exclusive federal; pp. 654, 905, Pp. 188. : } : me ig Mn Car.: p77. Dex 
1229. Liability. of vessel; the Cromwell (N. ouisvi e ement Co. (U. S. A. ex rel) 
Revenue, freight; apportioning of; Mc- C.); p. 698. vs. i Cc. C.; time for filing claim; De 
Adoo’s general order No. 21; p. 903. Liability of charterer; the Johnson pp. 653, 1012, 1055. e 
Ross, T. W.; vice-president Hummel & Lighterage Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1032. Manufacturers’ Ry. Co. & St. L. S. W., 5 
Downing Co.; p. 1270. Loss adjustments; Ferem et al. vs. appellants, vs. UU. &. ani kt. ¢. &; Dia 
Routing of freight; raed right taken Olson and Mahoney (Cal.); p. 299. Manufacturers’ Ry. Co. and An- Cc 
away; pp. 9, 20, 971 Ownership: Ferem et al. vs. Olson and |. heuser-Busch Brewing Assn. et al. Din 
Routing, through; Commission’s fourth Mahoney (Cal.); p. 299. : appellants, vs. U. S. and I. C. C.; pp. “Cc 
section order 7134 and general order Perils of sea; Lagomarsino vs. Pacific- 865, 887. a ef 
No. 15; p. 128. Alaska Nav. Co. (Wash.); P. 596. Minneapolis om and Commerce Assn. Cs 
Ryan, J. T.; secretary and treasurer, Salvage: Antilla; the Pacifique vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; pp. 1302, Du 
Southern Traffic League; p. 1436. (Fed. Ct.); 187. 1304. : : ; A 
Bangster, R. D.; yoo of traffic| Salvage; the Eailio (Fed. Ct.); p. 352. Minneapolis Terminal case; pp. 1302, ai 


under government control; 195. Tonnage; The Cromwell (N. C.); p. 698. 1304. 
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Wages, railroad; pp. 159, 207, 256, 3465, ment of; pp. 31, 58, 127, 182, 341, 582, and Canadian coal, Fuel Administrz- 
371, 405, 447, 593, 904, 1018, 1195, | 1253: 657, 713, 750, 767, 824, 844, 851, 976, 977, tion; p. 1151. : 
see also labor and Adamson law. 1365, 1423. Wilby, Frank; representation for ship- 

Walter, Luther; testimony before Sen-} Waybill, universal; prescribed by Di-]} pers; p._ 907. : 
ate Committee on Railroad Control rector-General; pp. 641, 684, 1132. Willard, Daniel; resigns from War I1- 
Bill; p. 343. Weighing; report of N. I. T. L. Commit- dustries Board; p. 175. 

Walter, Luther M.; address to N. I. T. tee; p. 628. Wilson, H. G.; substitute for off-line 
L.; p. 629. Weighing rules; action of N. I. T. L,; offices; p. 907. 

Walters, T. J.; general coal freight 626. Wilson, President; address to Congress 
agent, B. & O.; p. 1151. West. A. T.; heavy loading of cars; p. on railroad situation; p. . 

War Board, railroad, retires; pp. 9, 122. 25. Wilson, President, meee, to Congress 

War expansion of government activities | Western Classification; docket of hear- asking railroad finan legislation: 
in Washington; p. 1000. ings before the committee; pp. 27, 132, p. 22. 

War Industries Board; p. 768. 459, 597. Winchell, B. L.; appointed director of 

Warburton, J. H.; traffic manager North- | Western freight rate committee; p. 971. southern region; p. 1129. 
western penger Co.; p. 920. Wheaton, W. S.; work for soliciting em- | Woodrow, W. L.: V.-P. and T. M. Old 

Ward, W. G. . A., Indiana Harbor ployes; p. 244. Dominion Steamship Co. and president 
Belt R. e “Co 463. Wheeler, Harry A.; business and _ the New York Traffic Club; p. 80. 

Water rates; 16th Pizec. Permission No. railroad problem; p. 1097. Witherspoon, W. W.; the canal as a ca 
600; 4th Sec. Order No. 7278, General] White, L. M.; export agen Judson rier of coal; p. 81. 
No. 16; p. 921. Freight Forwarding Co.; p. 1329. Yardley, A. E.: A. G. F. A., Tenn. Cent. 


Waterways, railroad; use and develop- | White, C. P.; manager distribution lake Pp. 32. 














WE ARE HEADQUARTERS 


FOR TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT FORMS 








INCLUDING Standard Form for the Presentation of Overcharge Claims 
“ *“* Loss and Damage ‘“‘ 
“ “ ‘* Informal Reparation Claims A M 
“ -" ‘* Concealed Loss S P L E S 







:: ae eae FREE 


Car Movement Record 
59 “Straight Bills of Lading T 
“ “ Shippers Order “ “cc “ Etc. Oo N R EQ U E S 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 418 South Market Street, Chicago, IIl. 


Concerning Claims 
Conference Ruling Number 456 Says— 


War Tax Stamp Tables 


Showing Exact Amount of 
War Tax on any Freight 


Bill up to 323.83 

































WRITTEN _NOTICE TO CARRIER CONSTITUTES 
PRESENTATION OF CLAIM.—It is the view of the Commis- 
sion that the provision in the uniform bill of lading, requiring that 
claim for loss, damage, or delay be made within the specified time 
after the shipment was made, is legally complied with when the 
shipper, consignee, or the lawful holder of the bill of lading, 
within the period specified, files with the agent of the carrier, 
either at the point of origin or the point of delivery of the ship- 
ment, or with the general claims department of the carrier, a claim 
or a written notice of intended claim, describing the shipment 
with reasonable definiteness. In all cases the provisions of the 
standard form for the presentation of claims, which was approved 
by the Commission on December 2, 1913, should be complied with 
so far as possible, and proof or evidence of the claim should be 
presented to the carrier within a reasonable time. 































No Figuring Necessary 
Absolutely Correct 


Delivered, price 25 cents 










We have these approved forms for sale—and there are 
two kinds, Loss and Damage. and Overcharge—at the 
following schedule of prices: 


















100 of each or 200 of either $2.00 delivered 
150 of each or 300 of either 2.90 delivered 
200 of each or 400 of either 3.75 delivered 
250 of each or 500 of either 4.50 delivered 
500 of each or 1000 of either . 7.50 delivered 


Quantity prices, with imprint if desired, quoted on request. 


Stamps Acceptable 


Quantity Price on Application 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD | 


418 South Market Street 
CHICAGO 





Why not expedite the handling of your claims by the use of 
these forms which have also been approved by the National 
Association of Railway Commission, the Freight Claim 
Association and the National Industrial Trattic League. 
















THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 


418 SOUTH MARKET STREET, CHICAGO 











